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PRINCIPAL  ORIGINS  BY  STATES  OF 
REPORTED  SHELL  EGG  RECEIPTS 

Selected  Cities,  1955 


TmOCHCU  Cf  UKl  IN  OeKIMATIHC  STATt 

li  m  pecwrni  n  voumc  cr  •wpiinirj 


TING  SERVICf 


EXery  large  city  obtains  an  impor- 
tant part  of  its  egg  supply  from  nearby 
sources,  but  additional  supplies  must 
often  be  drawn  from  distant  States, 
particularly  in  months  of  short  supply. 
Thic  map,  based  on  shell  egg  receipts 
reported  by  USDA's  Dairy  and  Poultry 
Market  News,  shows  the  most  impor- 


tant sources  of  eggs  for  several  cities. 
However,  it  does  not  indicate  shipments 
totaling  less  than  10,000  cases  in  1955 
from  a  State  to  a  particular  city.  Also, 
nearby  receipts  which  by-pass  the 
wholesale  market  channels  may  not 
have  been  fully  reported. 


UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 
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m  FCCL1ST  AXD  B»  SITOAnOI  AT  A  OLABCX 


Item 


I  Nonth  jAvera^e 
:  data 


!  1955.. 

•i  i956  : 

:  Msth 
j:  or 
:  date 


JAverage 
!19i*5-5'» 


:.1955 
•  2/ 


1956 
2/ 


CoaoBnta  oo 
currant  altuatlon 


Fan  prodootloo  .. 

Ararat  nuabar  of 
layera  on  faras  . 


Rate  of  lay  per  layer  . . 

Apparent  disappearance 
of  shell  eggs  per 
civilian   


Wl.  doi. 

WUlons 

Eggs 


BOOS 


frotan  aes  produotloo 

Drlad  ase  prodootlcD  . 

Prlca  raoalTad  bj 
famare   


mi.  lb. 
Wl.  lb. 

Ct.par  doc. 


:jan. 

ii/ 

U02.2 

1*36 

2 

U30 

1 

: :Feb . 

ii/' 

'+19.1 

1*08 

1 

1*27 

8 

Larger  than  last  February 

even  after  allowance  for 

5/ 

367.7 

390 

1 

! :Feb . 

5/ 

378.7 

379 

1 

leap  year 

:jan. 

§ 

338 

1 

330 

5 

: :Feb . 

1*/ 

328 

5 

323 

7 

:jan. 

12.1 

lU 

8 

:  .-Feb . 

13.6 

lU 

6 

:jan. 

15 

1 

15 

6 

: ;Feb . 

I 

lli 

9 

15 

9 

iHov. 

27.7 

30 

1 

29 

5 

"Dec. 

29.7 

32 

0 

§,■30 

8 

:Dec . 

1*.0 

9 

6 

2 

8 

:  I Jan. 
: : 

ll'.O 

20 

2 

6 

2 

:Dec. 

2.7 

1 

3 

0 

1* 

I.Jan. 

3.8 

1 

9 

0 

7 

:jan. 

1*2.6 

32 

2 

k6 

6 

!!Feb. 

38.7 

39 

5 

uo 

2 

Slightly  above  last  year 

Prlca  raoalTad  b7 
faraers  aa  a  paroaot- 
aga  of  parltj   


Paroant  :  Jan . 
Ct.par  doc.sDec. 


Retail  price  (AMS) 

Sgg-faad  prlea  ratio  Lb.  faad  :jan. 

Btooka: 

Shall  :llioai.caaaaUan.  1 

Frocan  :  Wl.  lb.    :jan.  1 


91 

7'» 

109 

:9'eb. 
:t 

:  :jaii. 
:: 

92 

99 

103  SRecent  prices  above  parity 

67.7 

51-5 

66.2 

60.7 

50.1 

65.7  i 

11.6 

8.5 

13.7 

tffeb. 

10.7 

10. U 

11.8  : 

ChlokB  batobad  by  ooa- 
■erolal  hatobarlaa  .. 


Pullata  not  jat  of 
laylne  aga  00  faraa 

F-WB  prlea  of  poultry 
ration  


Price  received  by  farrc- 
ers  for  chickens,  live 

Broilers   , 

Farm  chickens  

All  chickens   


Price  received  by  farm- 
ers for  all  chickens  as 
a  percentage  of  parity 

Retail  price  of  broilers 
and  fryers  dressed 
(AMS)  1J   


Prloa  raoalTad  by 
faraere  for  turkays, 

11T»   


Stock*: 

Poultry,  azoludlng 
turkays   


Turkays 


Broiler-feed  price 
ratio  §/■   


Turtay-faod  prlca  ratio 

Average  weekly  place- 
ment of  chicks  in 
22  important  States  . . . 


Dec . 


Wl.  lb. 
Mllllaoa 
Mlllcoa 
Dol.par  ovtvjan 


Wl.  lb. 
Wl.  lb. 

Lb.  faad 
Lb.  food 

Wllloos 


217 
90.2 


193 
71*  .9 


111  Iffeb.  1 
:: 

71*. 1*  JSFeb.  1 


216  235 
69.8  66.2 


290 
51.6 


62.1      87.0  118.8 


3.7U 


3.80 


3-39 


VTan. 


86.6     111.1  II19.9 


3.67      3-8o  3.i<o 


"or.tinued  to  decline  in 
February 


:Ct.  per  lb. 
:Ct.  per  lb. 
:Ct.  per  lb. 

.Jan. 
:jan. 
;jan. 

28.2 
25.1 
26.9 

2U.3 
15.6 
22.2 

20.3 
19-3 
20.1 

:SFeb. 
:Teb. 
:Teb. 

27.6 
25-3 
26.8 

25.2 
18.8 
23.7 

21. i» 
19-9 
21.0 

)  Prlfes  reflect  large  mar 
)    ketlogs  of  broilers 
) 

:  Percent 

■Jan. 

96 

76 

72 

:5'eb. 

96 

81 

75 

:Ct.  par  lb. 

"Dec. 

51.3 

U5.7 

U6.9 

'•  yran . 

50.9 

U8.0 

1*7.1 

:Ct.  par  lb. 

Uan. 

35.6 

26.1* 

31.0 

!!Peb. 

34.6 

28.1 

31-U 

Uan.  1  179.6  11(8.9  133.1*  '?eb.  1 
yan.  1     105.5      121.0       95-0  :ff-eb.  1 


162.2  127.3 
112.1*     121*. 0 


ijan . 
iJan. 


9-7 


U.7 

6.9 


1*.2  :Jeb. 
9.1  :SFeb. 

21.1*  .feb. 


9.6 


l*.9 
7.1* 

20.1 


U6.7 

96.5  ^Lowest  for  month  since  191*9 


l*.l* 
9.2 


23.5  ilighest  monthly  aver.ige  on 
 :  record  


1/  Except  where  data  are  for  Ilovember  ana  December,  in  wliich  cases  averages  are  for  lyVi-jJ.    2/  Except  where  data  are  for 
November  and  December,  in  which  cases  the  year  is  195'*.    ^  Except  where  data  are  for  Kovember  and  December,  in  which  cases  the  year 
is  1955.    i*/'  Revised.    ^  Unrevised.    aj  Preliminary.    7,  The  10-year  averages  In  this  line  are  not  precisely  comparatle  to  the  av- 
erages for  the  individual  months,  since  prior  to  April  191*9  this  item  was  reported  as  "chlcKens,"  and  since  then  as  "broilers  and 
fryers."    8/'  This  differs  from  the  chicken-feed  price  ratio  appearing  in  this  table  prior  to  PES-I76. 
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THE    POULTRY    AND    EGG  SITUATION 


Approved  by  the  Outlook  and  Sit\iation  Board,  March  12,  195^ 

SUMMARY 

A  larger  and  earlier  hatch  of  chicks  for  laying  flock  replacement  than 
in  1955  is  in  prospect  for  195^.     January  hatchery  output  of  replacement 
chicks  was  26  percent  above  last  year.    On  February  1,  the  nvmiber  of  eggs  in 
incubators  for  the  production  of  egg  laying  type  chicks  was  21  percent  above 
a  year  earlier.    The  percentage  increases  are  likely  to  be  smaller  in  the 
principal  hatching  months  of  March,  April,  and  May.    However,  there  is  con- 
siderable likelihood  that  the  number  of  replacement  chicks  raised  this  year 
will  exceed  1955  hy  more  than  the  3  percent  indicated  by  farmers'  intentions 
in  early  Febrxxary. 

Egg  production  on  March  1  was  2  percent  larger  than  a  year  earlier. 
Production  now  is  approaching  the  seasonal  peak,  but  in  early  March  commer- 
cial egg  breaking  and  storage  of  eggs  in  the  shell  had  not  yet  reached  the 
levels  likely  to  be  attained  later  in  the  season.    In  the  absence  of  strong 
demand  so  far  for  commercial  breaking  or  storage,  egg  prices  declined  in 
late  February,  but  rose  somewhat  in  early  March.     In  mid-February,  the  aver- 
age price  to  farmers  was  kO.2  cents  per  dozen,  a  seasonal  decline  of  6.1+ 
cents  from  the  month  before,  but  0.7  cents  above  a  year  earlier.    In  the 
spring  of  1955;  egg  prices  declined  after  March  to  33 '8  cents  in  May  and 
June . 

Monthly  egg  production  to  mid-year  will  probably  be  close  to  year  ago, 
while  production  thereafter  will  depend  on  the  extent  of  the  increase  in  the 
replacement  hatch  now  under  way. 

The  average  weekly  rate  of  broiler  placements  has  increased  in  each 
month  since  September  and  the  number  of  birds  matxiring  in  March  is  probably 
record  for  the  month.    April  and  May  supplies  will  likely  be  even  larger,  by 
about  5  sj\d  10  percent  respectively.    Mid-February  broiler  prices  to  farmers 
averaged  21. U  cents  per  pound  live,  compared  with  25.2  cents  in  mid-Febrmry 
1955'    However,  feed  prices  are  also  lower  than  in  1955'    The  mid-Febrxiary 
broiler-feed  price  ratio  of  k.k  (pounds  of  mash  which  can  be  bought  with  the 
value  of  one  pound  of  broiler)  compares  with  the  ratio  of  4.9  a  year  earlier. 

The  turkey  hatching  season  has  opened  with  a  sharp  increase  in  output 
of  heavy -breed  poxilts,  and  a  decline  in  hatchings  of  light -treed  birds.  For 
the  season  as  a  whole,  production  may  be  reasonably  close  to  farmers'  January 
intentions  to  raise  ih  percent  more  heavy-breed  turkeys  than  the  ^7  million 
of  1955 ;  and  16  percent  fewer  light-breed  birds  than  the  l6  million  of  last 
year.    This  woxild  average  out  to  a  o  percent  increase  from  the  63  million 
birds  raised  in  1955 •    Present  turkey  storage  stocks  are  the  lowest  for  the 
season  since  1949*    February  195'-'  prices  averaged  above  last  year. 
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An  article  in  this  issue  indicates  the  basis 
£Lnd  extent  of  current  and  forthcoming  revisions  in 
poxoltxy  production  statistics.    The  change  in  produc- 
tion estimates  has  forced  corresponding  revisions  for 
the  estimates  of  per  capita  consumption  of  eggs,  which 
are  shown  in  table  l8  of  this  issue.  Corresponding 
tables  will  follow  for  chicken  and  t\irkey. 


REVIEW  AND  OUTLOOK 

Early  Hatch  for 
Replacement  Chicks 

Twenty-six  percent  more  replacement-type  chicks  were  hatched  in  January 
than  last  year,  and  21  percent  more  eggs  for  the  production  of  egg-laying  type 
chicks  were  in  incubators  Febrxiary  1.    These  indicators  of  the  early  hatch 
considerably  exceed  the  3  percent  increase  over  1955  in  chickens  raised  indi- 
cated by  farmers'  intentions  about  February  1.    In  1955^  l6  percent  of  the 
replacement  chicks  were  hatched  in  January  and  Febr\aary  (table  l) . 

In  interpreting  these  percentage  increases,  it  shoxild  be  remembered 
that  hatchings  of  chicks  for  laying  flock  replacement  are  usiially  smaller  in 
January  and  February  than  in  March,  April,  and  May.    Furthermore,  the  propor- 
tion of  last  year's  hatch  occurring  in  Jsjiuary  and  February  was  unusually 
small  as  a  result  of  the  low  egg  prices  in  the  fall  of  195^  (table  2).  Con- 
sequently, the  percentage  increases  over  1955  iii  hatchings  in  March,  April, 
and  May  probably  will  be  smaller  than  in  the  first  2  months  of  this  year. 

On  the  basis  of  present  data  (which,  however,  are  subject  to  revision: 
see  a  later  section  of  this  report),  the  number  of  chicks  hatched  for  laying 
flock  replacement  in  the  spring  of  1956  will  exceed  1955  l^ut  is  not  likely  to 
reach  the  195^  level.    Table  1  compares  195^  and  1955  monthly  hatchings,  and 
shows  1956  data  to  date. 

Dut  to  the  larger  number  of  hens  in  the  laying  flock  this  year  than 
last,  a  slightly  increased  nimber  of  replacement  pullets  could  be  absorbed 
into  the  laying  flock  this  fall  without  resulting  in  a  net  increase  in  the 
number  of  layers  in  farm  flocks.  This,  of  covirse,  is  due  to  the  fact  that 
few  hens  are  kept  for  a  third  laying  year,  while  about  half  of  the  ptillets 
housed  in  a  given  fall  are  evidently  retained  as  hens  the  following  year. 

The  121^  million  hens  on  farms  January  1,  195^^  were  10  million  more 
than  a  year  earlier.    If  it  is  assumed  that  none  of  these  10  million  extra 
hens  will  remain  on  January  1,  1957 >  whereas  from  10  million  pullets  there 
would  have  been  5  million  surviving  as  hens  on  that  date,  the  conclusion 
emerges  that  about  5  million  extra  pullets  could  be  put  into  the  laying  flock 
this  fall  without  creating  a  new  increase  in  nijmbers  of  layers.    This  in  it- 
self would  absorb  the  effects  of  a  2  or  3  percent  increase  over  the  (unre- 
vised)  1955  number  of  ^2h  million  chickens  raised. 
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Table  1.-  Chicks:    Commercial  hatchery  production  with 
available  breakdowns,  195^  to  date 


Month 

Monthly  production 

Percentage  change 
from  previous  year 

For 

flock  : 
replace—  ; 
ment  r 

Total 

:        For  : 
broilp'r'5  • 

Fnr 

^  KJX. 

flock 
rPDlacp— 

:  Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

1954  1^ 

lUo 

January 

Februajry 

191 

March 

107 

201 

308 

112 

1Q2 

^  109 

Ill 

220 

:  95 

129 

July 

111 

August 

100 

September 

98 

October 

7^ 

12 

86 

No vecber 

76 

11 

87 

71 

16 

87 

Total  2/  : 

1,861 

79 

32 

111 

n.a. 

n.a. 

February  ; 

95 

67 

162 

n.a. 

n.a. 

March  ; 

105 

IU8 

252 

-2 

-27 

April  ; 

115 

156 

270 

k 

-19 

121 

96 

217 

12 

-23 

J  une  [ 

112 

32 

1^3 

17 

-  7 

July  : 

110 

13 

124 

n.a. 

n.a. 

August  : 

96 

12 

108 

n.a. 

n.a. 

September  : 

86 

13 

98 

n.a. 

n.a. 

October  : 

92 

16 

108 

25 

n.a. 

November  : 

95 

15 

109 

25 

n.a. 

December  ; 

102 

17 

119 

hk 

n.a. 

Total  2/  ': 

1956  ; 

January  : 
February  : 

1,207 

615 

1^21 

109 

150 

38 

26 

1/  For  195^^-^  breakdown  derived  by  application  of  published  percentage 


change  figure  as  shown  in  last  columns. 
2/  Computed  from  unrounded  data, 
n.a.  -  Not  available. 
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Table  2.-  Indications  of  changes  in  monthly  distribution  of  replacement 
chicks  diiring  hatching  season,  1952  to  date 


Item  and  year 

Unit 

Feb. 

Mar. 

:  Apr. 

:  May 

:  June 

:  July 

Hatchery  output  of  chicks  for 

farm  flock  replacement 

Percentage  of  previous  year 

1952 

Pet. 

112 

104 

92 

74 

52 

1953 

do. 

97 

99 

102 

107 

127 

1954 

do. 

118 

117 

109 

94 

76 

1955 

do. 

n.a. 

73 

81 

77 

93 

1956 

do. 

1/ 

Yoimg  chickens  on  farms  for  flock 

replacement,  first  of  month 

Number 

1952 

Mil. 

217.8 

381.6 

477.4 

462.9 

1953 

do. 

214.9 

379.2 

470.8 

464.2 

195^+ 

do. 

254.9 

409.6 

504.2 

475-9 

1955 

do. 

183.9 

332.4 

415.3 

n.a. 

Young  chickens  on  farms  for  flock 

replacement,  first  of  month 

Percentage  of  previous  year 

1952 

Pet. 

108 

94 

91 

91 

1953 

do. 

99 

99 

99 

100 

1954 

do. 

119 

108 

107 

103 

1955 

do. 

72 

81 

82 

n.a. 

1/  On  Febr\mry  1,  1956,  eggs  in  incubators  for  replacement-type  chicks  were  21  percent  more 
than  a  year  earlier. 


n.a.  -  Not  available. 


Table  3.-  Chicks  hatched  and  eggs  set  for  laying  flock  replacement, 
California,  weekly  rates,  October  1955  to  date,  with  comparisons 


Weekly  rates 

1954-55 

1955-56 

Period 

Eggs  set  ; 

Chicks  : 
hatched  : 

Eggs  set  ; 

Chicks 
hatched 

Thovisands 

Thousands 

Thousands 

Thousands 

October 
November 
December 
Jeuiviary 

752 
926 
1,132 
1,526 

561 
523 

664 
950 

1,100 
1,104 

1,399 
1,494 

836 
766 
818 
1,094 

Week  ending: 
Febrmry  4 
11 
18 
25 

March  3 
10 
17 
24 

31 

1,852 
2,100 
1,960 
2,097 
1,749 
1,868 
1,682 
1,804 
1,643 

1,125 
1,146 
1,235 
1,328 
1,510 
1,449 
1,553 
1,329 
1,362 

1,427 
1,755 
1,707 
1,828 
1,611 

1,194 
1,132 
1,244 
1,133 
1,316 

April 
May 

1,316 
1,166 

1,211 

899 
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Table  h  ,-  Chickens  raised  and  related  data,  1925  to  date 


Year 

\  raised 

Egg-feed 
price 

(weighted 
average) 

1/ 

As  a  percentage  of  previous  year 

Inten- 
tions 
to  raise 
chickens 

2/ 

Egg-feed 
price 
i*£i'tio 

1  / 

Chickens 

Pcli.  56u. 

Young 
chickens 
on 
farms 
Oct.  1 

Pullets 
laying  and 

not  yet 
laying  on 
farms  Jan . 1 

I oxxowxng 

Mil . 

Lb 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

1925 

:  679 

12.9 

XUJ 

718 

xj  • ;? 

1 

XUO 

1  OPT 

1  7v 

Xj  •  ** 

QQ 

yy 

1  nil 

XUH 

700 

91 

93 

±y<iy 

XJ  .X 

107 

107 

1930 

777 

13.8 

XUp 

1  nil 
XUh 

70Q 

10  6 

Xv  •  \J 

77 
1  ( 

91 

94 

1  j° 

11  6 

XX  •  w 

XW 

107 

103 

111  ^ 

X**  •  3 

1  no 

OQ 

1  nn 

10  Q 
xw .  y 

76 

86 

86 

89 

1935 

658 

11. u 

1 

1  no 

XUc 

xup 

1  n7 
XU  ( 

71 

1  x;? 

1  1 

Xj  •  X 

11c; 

1  no 
xvjy 

J-J-3 

1 1  n 
xxu 

xy  J  1 

y  .H 

70 

All 

00 

A^ 

1  Q'^fl 

Xi^jO 

11  U 

1  oi 

1  r\A 
xUO 

113 

1 1  0 

1  Q^Q 

oy  ( 

111 

107 

105 

105 

19^ 

634 

10. U 

9" 

03 

91 

oft 
90 

oil 

xy^x 

11 

XX  •  ? 

xuy 

1  1  1 

nfl 
xxo 

J-J-3 

xxo 

1  oil.? 

AJil. 

1  ? 

Xj  •  <i 

1 1 0 

1 1  •a 

1  oA 
xuo 

1  1 
XX5 

xir+j 

1  HOT 

lU  7 

XH  .  ( 

xxo 

111 
1  1  1 

1  1  Q 

Xx*r 

1 1  n 
xxu 

1  OJ|l| 

XyHH 

11  P 

83 

76 

83 

82 

86 

19^5  : 

890 

12.8 

90 

nk 

1  n7 

1  J*-' 

11  Q 

XX. y 

00 

93 

ft'a 

Ai 

ox 

A7 

xyH  f 

fxy 

XX.  J 

94 

95 

97 

100 

99 

1  oJiA 
XyKJ 

At  c 
015 

Q  ft 
9.0 

00 

oj 

00 

90 

93 

7nQ 

<o;? 

1 0  7 

107 

130 

115 

108 

111 

1950  : 

635 

9.6 

88 

nn 
90 

95 

90 

xypx 

663 

ll.il 

96 

119 

IOI+ 

105 

101 

1952 

617 

9.1 

90 

80 

93 

90 

91 

1953 

609 

11.3 

96 

12U 

99 

106 

107 

195^ 

620 

10.9 

100 

96 

102 

99 

101 

1955 

3/524 

9.7  (  9.^)  82 

89 

3/35 

90 

93 

1956 

h/  (12.9)  103 

1/  Weights  axe  as  follows:    Preceding  November,  1;  preceding  December,  2; 
Janiaary,  3;  Febniary,  k;  March,  5;  April,  3;  May,  1. 

2/  Literally,  intentions  to  purchase  chicks  for  laying  flock  replacement,  as  sur- 
veyed about  February  1  and  reported  in  February  Crop  Production. 

3/  Preliminary. 

5/  For  1956,  November  through  February;  ccoiparable  1955  in  parenthesis. 
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Egg  Prices  Declining 
Seasonally 

The  mid-month  average  egg  price  received  by  farmers  was  hO.2  cents  in 
Fehruar;)'-  195^^  compared  with  ho. 6  cents  in  January,  emd  39' 5  cents  in  Febru- 
ary 1955-    Wholesale  price  quotations  in  late  February  showed  further  seasonal 
declines,  but  in  early  March  they  rose  slightly. 

Production  is  increasing  toward  the  seasonal  peak  which  usually  occurs 
about  March  or  April.    However,  the  low  point  of  prices  and  high  point  of  pro- 
duction do  not  necessarily  coincide  (table  5) •    In  1955 ^  the  mid-month  low  in 
farmers'  egg  prices  occurred  in  January,  with  another  trough  occurring  in  May- 
June.    In  195^  the  "springtime"  low  was  in  June,  but  the  low  of  the  year  came 
in  October. 

The  general  level  of  egg  prices  this  spring  depends  upon  (a)  the  atti- 
tude and  price  expectations  of  commercial  egg  breakers;  (b)  the  price  level 
at  which  shell  eggs  for  storage  will  find  an  acceptable  hedge  in  the  futures 
market;  and  (c)  the  outlook  for  egg  supplies  and  prices  in  the  fall.  The 
third  of  these  factors  will  be  directly  affected  by  the  size  of  the  hatch  now 
in  progress.    All  three,  however,  are  related. 

Springtime  production  of  shell  eggs  always  exceeds  current  consimption, 
and  the  remainder  is  stored  either  in  frozen  or  dried  form  or  in  the  shell. 
In  recent  years,  storage  of  frozen  egg  has  typically  accounted  for  a  larger 
number  of  eggs  than  storage  in  the  shell,  but  the  quantity  of  shell  eggs 
stored  has  varied  more  from  year  to  year.    Because  the  seasonal  excess  over 
immediate  consumption  must  go  to  storage,  storage  demand  is  an  important 
factor  affecting  springtime  egg  prices. 

At  the  beginning  of  March,  commercial  breaJcers  were  not  yet  breaking 
more  eggs  than  were  being  used.    At  that  time,  there  was  still  a  net  decline 
in  35-city  storage  stocks  from  week  to  week.     (There  are  no  weekly  statistics 
on  frozen  egg  production.) 

The  direction  and  rates  of  change  in  stocks  of  frozen  egg  in  35  cities 
can  be  computed  from  data  in  table  7*    These  suggest  that  the  rate  of  com- 
mercial egg  breaking  is  increasing  later  and  at  a  slower  rate  this  year  than 
in  any  of  the  past  h  years.    When  egg  breakers  undertake  large-scale  opera- 
tions, their  purchases  of  eggs  frequently  have  strengthening  effects  upon  egg 
prices . 

The  quantity  of  shell  eggs  stored  depends  considerably  on  the  seasonal 
egg  price  change  expected  by  storers.    However,  instead  of  estimating  the  fall 
egg  price,  storers  can  accept  the  level  of  prices  of  the  future  contracts 
which  are  available  to  them  as  a  hedge.    The  difference  between  that  price 
and  the  current  price  during  the  into-storage  season  measures  the  market's 
expectation  of  the  seasonal  egg  price  rise  (table  5). 
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Table  5  .-  Eggs:    Production,  prices,  and  related  factors,  195^^-  to  date 


:  Average  number 

I     IHu  - 

:    of  layers  on 
:    farms  during 

:  Egg  production 
:    on  farms  1/ 

:  month 
:  average 

Fir  St -of -month 
[           storage  stocks 

MDuth 

:      the  month 

:price  re- 

:  Frozen,  : 

:  Un- 
: revised: 

Revised 

T  / 

'  NunibeT 

Case 

:ceived  by 

:    case  : 

as  re  - 
pojrted  * 

equiv- 
alent 

:  farmers,! 
:      per  : 
:  dozen  : 

Shell 

:    equiv-  : 
:    alent  : 
:       2/  : 

Total 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

;     Mil . 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Ct. 

cases 

cases 

cases 

19514-  : 

Jan.  : 

:  302.6 

■~  ~  ~ 

5,091+ 

II+.2 

1+6.3 

0.1 

1.1 

1.2 

Feb.  ; 

372.1+ 

5,000 

13.9 

1+5.7 

.1 

1.0 

1.1 

Mar.  : 

360.1 

5,922 

16.5 

38.7 

.1 

1.1 

1.2 

Apr.  : 

3^5.1 

5,617 

15.6 

35.0 

.1+ 

2.1+ 

2.8 

May  : 

330.1+ 



5,^53 

15.1 

33.1 

.7 

3.5 

1+.2 

June  : 

317.0 

13.1 

33.0 

1.3 

h.3 

5.6 

July  : 

309.1 

~  ~  — 

^,350 

12.1 

3^.5 

1.6 

1+.8 

6.1+ 

Aug.  : 

3I0.0 

"  — 

^A72 

11.6 

37.^ 

1.1+ 

6.1 

Sept .  : 

350.1 

—  .  — 

i+,196 

11.7 

33.8 

1.0 

1+.2 

5.2 

Oct .  : 

380.1 

**  "*  ~ 

l+,58l 

12.7 

32.1+ 

.8 

3.6 

1+.1+ 

Nov .  : 

393.9 



l+,708 

13.1 

33.9 

.6 

3.1 

3.7 

Dec .  : 

397.5 



5,112 

li+.2 

32.7 

.3 

2,5 

2.8 

1955  : 

330.1 

Jan.  : 

390.1 

5,231+ 

II+.5 

32.2 

0.2 

1.9 

2.1 

Feb.  : 

379.1 

328.5 

i+,897 

13.6 

39.5 

.2 

1.7 

1.9 

Mar.  : 

318.6 

5,735 

15.9 

39.7 

.3 

1.6 

1.9 

Apr.  : 

352.7 

306.2 

5,61+8 

15.7 

35.9 

.5 

2.2 

2.7 

May  : 

293.6 

5  .579 

15.5 

33.0 

1.2 

J.J 

1+.5 

June  : 

326.2 

282.7 

i+,951 

13.8 

33.8 

2.1 

1+.1+ 

6.5 

July  : 

318.7 

276.2 

i^,6l7 

12.8 

35.2 

2.3 

5.0 

7.3 

Aug.  : 

322.8 

279.6 

l+,295 

11.9 

39.^ 

2.2 

5.1 

7.3 

Sept.  : 

3^7.1 

299.1+ 

l+,2l+5 

11.8 

1+3.8 

1.7 

6.1+ 

Oct.  : 

373.6 

320.7 

i^,631 

12.9 

1+2.9 

1.1 

i+.o 

5.1 

Nov.  : 

385.7 

331.2 

i+,677 

13.0 

1+3.1+ 

.8 

3.3 

i+.l 

Dec.  : 

386.6 

333.6 

l+,976 

13.8 

1+7.1 

.3 

2.6 

2.9 

1956  ': 

Jan.  : 

330.5 

5,161 

li^.3 

1+6.6 

0.1 

1.9 

2.0 

Feb.  : 

323.7 

5,13^^ 

lh.3 

1+0.2 

.3 

1.3 

1.6 

1/  Revised,  post-Census. 

2/  Converted  on  basis  of  3^.5  lbs.  frozen  equivalent  to  1  case  shell  eggs. 
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other  things  being  equal,  low  springtime  egg  prices  tend  to  make  stor- 
age attractive.     In  part,  this  is  because  low  springtime  egg  prices  would 
discourage  laying  flock  replacement,  thereby  reducing  fall  egg  supplies  and 
enhancing  expected  egg  prices.    But  increased  demand  thus  generated  for  eggs 
for  storage  would  tend  to  raise  current  egg  prices,  which  in  turn  would  cut 
the  prospective  spread  between  spring  and  fall  prices  by  possibly  inducing  a 
larger  hatch. 

The  early  March  level  of  egg  prices  was  below  a  year  earlier.  However, 
after  mid-March  1955  egg  prices  declined  to  levels  considerably  below  current 
levels.     In  1955^  mid-month  prices  received  by  farmers  in  April,  May, and  June 
avereiged  35 '9^  33 -8, and  33 cents  per  dozen  respectively. 

Compared  with  last  February,  February  egg  production  this  year  was  up 
5  percent.  (Almost  h  percentage  points  of  this  increase  can  be  attributed  to 
the  extra  day  in  the  month:  Leap  year.)  On  March  1,  production  was  2  percent 
above  the  previous  March  1.  The  number  of  layers  March  1  was  2  percent  below 
last  March  1,  but  the  rate  of  lay  was  k  percent  higher.  To  raid-year,  monthly 
production  will  likely  be  quite  close  to  a  year  ago,  while  production  there- 
after will  depend  upon  the  size  of  the  replacement  hatch. 

Continued  Large  Placements 

of  Broiler  Chicks 

The  number  of  broilers  reaching  market  age  in  the  next  2  months  will 
increase  gradually  in  line  with  the  upward  trend  in  chick  placements.  Table  9 
shows  that  the  average  weekly  rate  of  placements  in  22  important  States  has 
increased  each  month  since  September  1955' 

December  placements,  which  are  the  so^irce  of  late  Febr\iary  and  early 
March  marketings,  were  about  5  percent  above  the  month  before,  the  January 
rate  of  placements  was  almost  10  percent  above  December,  and  the  February 
rate  almost  10  percent  above  January.    Reported  settings  of  eggs  in  incuba- 
tors indicate  that  placements  in  early  March  will  be  at  a  higher  weekly  rate 
than  in  February.    These  indications  point  to  increasing  supplies  of  broilers 
for  slaughter  through  May. 

Recent  broiler  prices  have  been  near  the  levels  of  last  fall,  but  below 
the  average  of  the  first  9  months  of  1955-    At  21. h  cents  per  pound  in  mid- 
February,  the  U.  S.  average  price  was  3*8  cents  below  last  February,  but  one 
cent  above  the  average  of  the  3  preceding  months . 

Price  relationships  among  areas  were  unusual  in  February.  Producer 
prices  in  California  are  usvially  higher  than  those  east  of  the  Rockies,  but 
that  was  not  the  case  during  much  of  Februar:,-.    Also,  Del-Mar-Va  prices  in 
February  exceeded  North  Georgia  prices  by  a  wider  margin  than  in  other  periods. 
The  margin  between  live  prices  in  Del-Mar-Va  and  dressed  prices  in  New  York 
were  narrower  than  usual.    Data  for  a  week  in  mid-February,  with  comparisons, 
are  shown  in  table  10. 

Total  broiler  production  in  1955  rose  3  percent  from  the  195^  fic-ure 
of  l,0o0  million. 
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Table  9.-  Broilers:    Monthly  hatchings,  average  weekly  placements  in 
specialized  areas,  and  U.  S.  average  farmers'  prices, 
January  195^  to  date 


Month 

Hatchings 

Weekly  rate  of 
placements, 
22  States 

U.  S.  average  mid-month 
price  to  fanners, 
per  pound 

195^^ 
1/ 

1955  : 
2/  ; 

1QS6 

Mil . 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil . 

Mil. 

Ct. 

Ct. 

ct . 

Jajnuary 

7Q 

lOQ 

16.0 

21.4 

24.2 

24.  ^ 

20.  ^ 

F  eb  ruarv 

95 

20.1 

23.5 

22.6 

25.2 

21.4 

March 

107 

10  s 

20.4 

2^.  5 

29.4 

^y .  -r 

April 

•  112 

115 

22.1 

24.3 

28.5 

May 

109 

121 

22.6 

23.7 

26.8 

June 

95 

112 

22.8 

24.4 

27.3 

Jvdy 

no 

22.1 

25.4 

26.6 

August 

96 

\9M 

24.9 

26.8 

September 

85 

3/1^.  i| 

17.7 

23.0 

25.5 

October 

92 

18.5 

21.0 

22.3 

Noveiaber 

76 

95 

~  15. U 

19.4 

20.1 

21.5 

December 

:  71 

102 

ll+.O 

20.5 

19.2 

19.4 

Total  or 
average 

1,207 

1,050.2 

23.0 

25.3 

1/  Derived.    See  table  1  .     2/  Revised.     3/  Based  on  3  weeks . 


Table  10.-  Broilers:    Average  prices  per  pound  in  selected  producing  areas 
and  wholesale  markets,  late  February  1956,  with  comparisons 


Full  week  at  mid-month  1/ 


Item  and 
area 


Weight 
class 


1955 


1956 


Feb. 

;  Oct. 

\  Jan. 

;  Feb. 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

25.4 

19.0 

16.2 

20.0 

25.6 

22.0 

19.4 

22.4 

22.7 

19.6 

18.4 

20.6 

24.5 

21.1 

18.5 

20.0 

24.2 

21.8 

18.4 

19.7 

24.9 

22.4 

19-7 

20.5 

24.2 

22.0 

18.7 

19.9 

26.2 

22.0 

22.2 

20.8 

25.2 

22.3 

20.3 

21.4 

Live  broilers  sold  by  farmers 
Boston  area 
Del-Mar-Va 
Shenandoaii  Valley 
North  Carolina,  Cent. 
North  Georgia 
Texas,  East 
Arkansas,  N.  W. 
San  Joaquin  Valley,  Calif. 
U.  S.  average 

Dressed  broilers  at  wholesale 
New  York  dressed 


Pounds 

2|-3f 
2|-3t 
2|-3 
4-31 

2i-3 

2|-3^ 
"Fryers' 


New  York 

:        3  : 

31.8 

26.7 

24.7 

27.4 

Ready-to-cook 

New  York 

:      2-3  : 

42.0 

36.4 

33.8 

36.3 

Chicago 

:    1^-3^  : 

39.0 

36.2 

32.0 

33.0 

1/  Except  U.  S.  average  price,  which  is  for  mid-monthT 
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Turkeys:    More  Heavy  Breeds, 
Fewer  Light  Breed  Birds 

Trends  In  poult  hatchings  to  date  this  spring  tend  to  confirm  fanners' 
early-January  intentions  to  grow  ik  percent  more  heavy-breed  txirkeys  than 
last  year,  hut  l6  percent  fewer  light  breeds..    This  would  average  out  to  a 
6  percent  increase  over  the  o3  million  tvirkey^  raised  in  1955*    Such  an  in- 
crease would  make  the  195^  crop  of  both  heavy-breed  tiirkeys  and  of  all 
turkeys  a  record. 

In  the  last  k  months  of  1955  and  in  January  this  year,  1.5  million 
more  heavy -breed  poults  were  hatched  than  the  2.0  million  in  the  same  period 
a  year  earlier.    February  hatchings  in  11  important  States  were  65  percent 
greater  than  last  Febr\iary,  and  egg  settings  in  February  were  36  percent  above 
last  year  (table  12) .    However,  hatchings  in  February  were  seasonally  small. 
It  is  unlikely  that  the  percentage  increases  for  the  important  hatching  months 
of  April  and  May  will  be  as  large.    Since  last  J\ily  1,  cumulative  official 
monthly  testings  of  heavy-breed  turkeys  for  inclusion  in  breeding  flocks  have 
been  10  percent  above  the  year  before. 

Last  year's  crop  of  ^7  million  heavy -breed  turkeys  raised  was  a  record 
though  an  unknown  n\mber  were  slaughtered  at  weights  more  nearly  comparable 
with  those  expected  for  light-breed  turkeys.    The  birds  thus  slaughtered  were 
principally  white -feathered  turkeys.    Of  the  heavy  tiirkeys  tested  since  Janu- 
ary, 25  percent  have  been  white-feathered.    Poults  from  such  turkeys  are 
likely  to  be  slaughtered  at  lighter  average  weights  than  Bronze  turkeys.  In 
late  February  1955^  Minnesota  began  reporting  white  poults  hatched  and  eggs 
set  from  white -feathered  turkeys.    Table  13  shows  that  the  195^  weekly  rate 
of  output  in  that  State  for  such  tiirkeys  is  far  greater  than  in  comparable 
weeks  of  1955- 

Much  of  the  gain  in  large -breed  white  turkeys  seems  to  have  been  at 
the  expense  of  light-breed  turkeys.     If  farmers  carry  out  intentions  to  reduce 
production  of  light -breed  turke^-slo  percent  from  the  16  million  of  1955^  out- 
put in  1956  would  be  the  smallest  since  1951.    U.  S.  hatchings  of  light-breed 
turkeys  in  the  5  months  ending  with  January  were  2.2  million  {kl  percent) 
fewer  than  a  year  earlier,  February  hatchings  in  11  States  were  26  percent 
below  1955 ^  and  February  egg  settings  in  11  States  were  I5  percent  below  a 
year  earlier. 

After  their  sharp  rise  in  December  1955^  most  dressed  turkey  prices 
have  held  steady  or  have  risen  slightly.    Average  prices  nov/  are  well  above  a 
year  earlier^  with  frozen  eviscerated  heavy  toms  in  New  York  at  53-55  cents 
per  pound  on  March  7^  conpared  with      \—48  cents  a  year  earlier.    The  U.  S. 
average  farmers'  price  of  live  turke^,  s  in  mid-February  was  31-^  cents  per 
pound,  but  marketings  were  seasonally  low.    Last  February  the  price  was 
28.1  cents. 


PES  182 


-  17  - 


Table  12.-  Turkeys:    Hatchings  and  egg  settings,  weekly  rates,  11  iraportsint 
States,  December  10,  1955  to  date  with  comparisons  \j 


195^-55 

1955-56 

Item  and 

Heavy  breeds 

week  : 

Heav>-  : 

Light  : 

All 

Light  : 

All 

ending  : 

breeds :breeds: 

tiorkeys 

White-  \ 

'feathered] 

Other 

:  Total 

:breeds: 

turkeys 

:  Thou. 

Thou . 

Thcu. 

Thou . 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Hatchings 

Dec.  10 

:  cl 

299 

360 

83 

61 

Ikk 

167 

311 

17 

:  125 

3U6 

i+71 

130 

53 

188 

190 

378 

2k 

:  9^ 

230 

37^ 

134 

95 

229 

180 

409 

31 

:  1^3 

333 

i+76 

152 

107 

259 

202 

461 

Jan.  7 

:  205 

235 

U90 

163 

127 

290 

149 

^39 

lU 

:  135 

266 

i+51 

159 

139 

298 

149 

447 

21 

263 

236 

50U 

151 

277 

1+23 

170 

598 

23 

:  267 

236 

503 

\^ 

257 

k21 

207 

628 

Feb .  h 

:  396 

C.C.O 

622 

194 

381 

575 

170 

745 

11 

:  Ul5 

215 

630 

202 

1+98 

700 

158 

058 

13 

:  569 

212 

731 

231 

727 

958 

165 

1,123 

25 

:  67^ 

239 

913 

1,  loO 

167 

1,347 

Mar.  3 

:  93^ 

232 

1,166 

221 

1,1^5 

1,372 

166 

1,538 

:  1,1U1+ 

175 

1,319 

17 

:  1,300 

138 

1,488 

2U 

:  l,i+80 

196 

1,676 

31 

:  1,691 

2h^ 

1,936 

Apr.  7 

:  l/3i+5 

211 

2,056 

lU 

:  2,093 

250 

2,3W 

2gg  settings 

to  hatch: 

Feb.  11 

:  726 

uou 

1,130 

396 

718 

1,114 

252 

1,366 

13 

:  1,013 

333 

l,U0l 

1,039 

242 

1,685 

25 

:  1,157 

i+23 

1,585 

367 

1,U2U 

1,791 

261 

2,052 

Mar .  3 

:  1,555 

ii23 

2,083 

387 

1,791 

2,173 

233 

2,461 

10 

.  1,96^ 

326 

2,290 

419 

2,112 

2,531 

231 

2,812 

17 

:  2,291 

339 

2,630 

553 

2,649 

3,202 

301 

3,503 

2k 

:  2,W 

323 

2,767 

565 

2,852 

3,417 

336 

3,753 

31 

;  2,81^9 

h2h 

3,273 

617 

3,198 

3,815 

359 

4,174 

1/  The  11  States  are:  Minnesota,  Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  Iowa,  Missouri, 
Virginia,  South  Carolina,  Texas,  Washington,  Oregon,  and  California. 


PES-182 


-  18  - 


CO 

C3 

O 

O 

■P 

(0 

•H 

V. 

a) 

P 

1 

o 

o 

p 

0) 

(Q 

M 

0) 

C3 

-p 

•H 

(S3 

P 

t:) 

P 

(U 

O 

CO 

P 

bO  tr\ 

0) 

ON 

P 

•§ 

:d 

0) 

<u 

o 

1 

CO 

(U 

CO 

H 

•H 

<U 

H 

1 

m 

P 


CO 

1 

>> 

P 

(D 

^!  (U 

AS 

o 

bO  (U 

x; 

•H  U 

Eh 

P 

CO 

>> 

p 
a> 

0) 
(U 


H 
05 
P 
O 


P 
O 


CO 
0) 

P 


p  -d 


CO 

>^ 

0) 


CO 

>1 

U 

p 

-d 

q; 

(U 

P 
cd 
<u 


o 

Eh 


P 

o 


I  I 

(U  ^  -d 

P  -P  <D 

■•-{  ai  U 

5  tH 


bO 

0)  -H  \ 

^  -d  HI 


Lpv  a\  CO  c\J  ir\ 
o  ON  <H  m  vo 

H  H  W  OJ  CVJ 


10 

bO 

c: 

•H 

y 

0} 


CO  H  LPv  H 
cvi  CVJ  OJ  m 


^-co  CO  H 
ro  o\  o 
H  H  H  CM 


CO CO  CO 
vo  CO  0\  OJ 


CVI  Lr\  CO 
tr-  CTn  On^- 


t— CO  rovO 

OJ  OJ  vo  ON 
r-{  r-i  H  r-i 


VO  t>-  H  CO 

LTN^O  vO  MD 


H  H  CM  ro 

f-vO  O  CO 

H  H 


cti  cO  cO  -^t 
•    .    •  CO 

a  a  G 


cd  CO  ctJ  <7n 

•     •  • 

sac 


o 

no 


CO 
CVJ 


o 

LTN 


00 


H  00  CO  H 
00  ONCO  H 
CVJ  OJ  OJ  no-* 


CVJ  vo  ^-  i/\  CVJ 
LPv  CO  CO  co  vo 


00  u>  H  00  ON 
-O  ^  •  O  ^  -;}• 
H  OJ  CVJ  no  CO 


CJN  CM  rH  vo 
O  C~-  ONCO 
H  H  H  OJ  CM 


0\  cn  o  H  cn 

LTN  t~-  vo 


o 


CO 


CO 
no 


O 

CO 


ON 


u 

-p 

00 


+> 
a> 

(0 

CO 

bO 
bO 


CO 
r- 
no 


OJ 
LTN 


■vO 
CM 
CO 


ON 


CO 


CO 
CO 


no 
H 
H 


O 
J- 
OJ 


H  On  On  O 
vo  On  CM  Q 

^  LTN  00  CO  CO 


CO  -ct  -*  t^CO 
^  CO  Lf^  J-  O 


On  LTN  OJ  OJ 
H  LP»      sD  O 

J-  LTN  CO 


O  no  OJ  J-  CO 
t--      OJ  CM  D— 

OJ  CO  LfN  LfN  LTN 


ON-4-  COOO  -ct- 
,:t  00  L/^  CO  CM 

H  H  CM  CM  CM 


LP>  ONCO  -*  0^ 
ON  O  CM  CO  OJ 
CO  LfN  LfNVO  ■ 


CM  ITN-d-  f~  O 
C7NVO  D—  LTN  CO 
H 


CO  J-  .*  f-  CTn 

O  3-  t~-  ON 
CO-:t  -Cf  ITN  LTN 


Oj  Cd  cO  iT^  CO 
.     .     .  CO  CO 

c5  c:  CJ  -*.:t 


CO  CO  CO  ■^'^O 
.    .    .  Onh 

a  a  a  <-{ 


r-j  00 
r-l  H  OJ 


CO  O      J-  H 
H  H  OJ  CO 


LTN 
OJ 


CO  O  f--=t-  rH 
H  H  CM  ro 


I 


«>  E 

(I)  S 

^; 

Hi  S3 


PES-162 


-  19  - 


Present  ^storage  stocks  of  frozen  tiirkey  are  lower  than  on  any  compar- 
able date  oince  19^9-    At  9^"  million  pounds  on  February  1,  (actually  Janu- 
ary 31) they  were  22  percent  below  a  year  earlier  (table  1^+).    These  low 
storage  stocks  will  be  a  price-sustaining  factor  for  heavy  turkeys  for  the 
next  several  months.    Slaugl-.-Ler  of  heavy  turkeys  is  seasonal,  and  except  for 
breeder  hens  the  heav;>'  run  does  not  begin  until  late  summer  or  early  fall. 
Even  with  the  early  hatch  this  year,  storage  stocks  will  be  the  principal 
source  of  heavy  turkeys  for  some  months  to  come. 

Supplies  of  heavy-type  turkeys  for  the  late  summer  and  early  fall 
months  of  195^  will  be  influenced  by  how  long  farmers  keep  breeder  hens  for 
egg  production,  and  the  extent  to  which  heavy -breed  birds  are  marketed  at 
f r^'er-roaster  weights.     Prompt  marketing  of  breeders  and  large  marketings  of 
fryer-roasters  of  the  heavy  white  breeds  could  reduce  the  margin  by  which  the 
1950  crop  will  exceed  the  195^  record. 


Table  lU.-  Turkeys:     Composition  of  storage  stocks, 
available  data,  September  1953  to  date 


Classification 

Percentage  of  total  reported 
holdings,  by  weight 

September  30 

January 

31 

1953 ; 

195^^  : 

1955 

.  195^+ 

;  1955 

•  1956 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Eviscerated  torn  turkeys 

•  36 

hi 

30 

73 

72 

7^ 

Eviscerated  hen  turkeys 

:  ^5 

k6 

55 

8 

18 

17 

Eviscerated  broiler-fryer 

type  turkeys 

11 

1 

13 

3 

k 

5 

N.  Y.  dressed  torn  turkeys 

5 

5 

1 

15 

k 

3 

N.  Y.  dressed  hen  tiirkeys 

:  3 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

:  Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

:  lb. 

lb. 

lb. 

lb. 

lb. 

lb. 

Size  of  sample  on  which 

percentages  are  based 

i+6 

50 

kQ 

87 

80 

70 

Total  U.  S.  cold-storsLge 

holdings,  same  date 

69 

78 

11 

125 

12k 

96 

Institute  of  American  Poiiltry  Industries. 
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REVISIONS  OF  USDA  POULTRY  STATISTICS  IN 
LIGHT  OF  1954  CENSUS  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Extensive  revisions  of  certain  USDA  poultry  statistics  are  \inder  way 
to  align  them  vith  the  findings  of  the  195^  Census  of  Agricultvire .    The  prin- 
cipal Census  finding  which  was  not  fully  anticipated  in  the  month-to-month 
USDA  estimates  was  the  19  percent  decline  in  the  number  of  farms  reporting 
chickens.    Another  finding  of  the  Census  which  was  not  fully  anticipated  was 
the  trend  to  larger  sized  flocks  in  which  rates  of  output  per  "bird  are  gen- 
erally above  those  reported  for  small  flocks. 

The  newly-revised  data  on  production  force  the  computation  of  new  and 
sharply  lower  estimates  of  per  capita  egg  consumption  in  1951-55 ^  a-^d  an  in- 
significant increase  in  1950.    These  are  showTi  in  table  I8.  The  significance 
of  the  newly-indicated  level  of  average  per  capita  egg  consumption  will  be 
discussed  in  a  later  issue. 

Unfortunately  there  is  only  scant  basis  by  which  an  independent  check 
can  be  made  to  assess  the  validity  of  the  revisions  in  the  estimates.  One 
possible  soiiTce  of  check  data  is  the  record  of  egg  receipts  at  terminal  mar- 
kets, ajiother  is  the  findings  of  consumer  surveys  from  which  indicated  egg 
consumption  in  households  can  be  compared  with  computed  average  per  capita 
disappearance . 

The  changing  structure  of  the  egg  marketing  system  in  metropolitan 
areas  complicates  the  interpretation  of  figures  for  the  receipt  of  eggs  in 
the  reporting  markets.    For  example,  in  the  h  cities  Boston,  New  York,  Phila- 
delphia, and  Chicago,  the  l^+.T  million  cases  of  shell  eggs  received  in  19^8 
were  greater  than  in  any  year  from  19^9  through  195^^  when  annual  receipts 
averaged  about  11  million  cases.    But  since  19^8  there  has  been  a  decline  in 
trans-shipments  from  Chicago  to  eastern  points,  there  has  been  increased 
delivery  through  chain-store  depots  not  in  the  traditional  wholesale  market 
areas  where  the  reports  of  receipts  are  compiled,  and,  at  least  in  the  East, 
there  has  probably  been  increased  direct  delivery  of  nearby  eggs  by  means 
which  by-pass  the  traditional  large-scale  egg  handlers.    These  complications 
make  it  difficxalt  to  use  receipts  data  as  a  check  on  production  or  sales 
estimates . 

As  a  fvirther  complication  upon  the  use  of  receipts  data  to  confirm  or 
refute  per  capita  consumption  estimates,  there  is  the  fact  that  the  popula- 
tion served  from  the  reported  receipts  of  each  metropolitan  area  is  changing. 
On  one  hand  the  cities  and  their  suburban  areas  are  growing,  on  the  other 
hand  new  marketing  systems  are  developing  to  serve  them  from  sites  distant 
from  the  central  market. 

Cons\amer  survey  data  are  somewhat  more  helpf\il  as  check  material  for 
judging  the  per  capita  disappearances.     In  19^8,  for  example,  a  nationwide 
USDA  survey  of  food  consumption  in  \irban  households  indicated  an  average  per 
person  consumption  of  about  an  egg  a  day,  averaging  the  responses  during  the 
3  seasons  of  the  year  when  the  survey  was  taken.    If  the  "invisible"  egg  con- 
siimption  is  added  to  this  egg-a-day  finding,  to  allow  for  commercially-broken 
eggs  which  the  consiamer  gets  in  pastries,  salad  dressing, and  otherwise,  the 
sum  would  be  quite  close  to  the  38^  eggs  which  USDA  has  computed  as  the  aver- 
age per  capita  disappearance  for  that  year. 
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Tabulations  are  now  being  made  from  a  similar  consumer  survey  made  in 
1955-    '••Haen  its  findings  are  available,  they  may  serve,  within  a  reasonable 
margin,  as  a  check  upon  the  present  revisions  in  the  data  on  egg  production 
and  disposition. 

The  revisions  in  production  estimates  do  not  make  the  USDA  figures 
identical  \/ith  the  Census.    Table  15  shows  that  even  after  revision  of  USDA 
estimates  to  take  advantage  of  the  previous  Census  of  Agriculture,  certain 
of  the  statistics  have  been  quite  far  apart.    When  this  situation  exists, 
the  higher  of  the  variant  numbers  can  usually  be  supported  by  independent 
check  data,  while,  on  the  orher  hand,  the  lower  nvunber  represents  the  find- 
ings of  enumerations,  either  sample  or  complete,  done  in  accord  with  a 
specific  set  of  enumeration  instructions. 

As  indicated  by  the  blank  spaces  in  the  last  column  of  table  15,  many 
USDA  revisions  are  still  pending.     In  general,  those  series  of  data  which  are 
best  substantiated  by  non-Census  check  data,  or  those,  such  as  for  turkeys, 
which  are  least  at  variance  with  the  Census,  will  be  changed  least.  Accord- 
ingly, reports  such  as  those  of  chickens  and  broilers  raised,  which  can  be 
related  quite  closely  to  the  reports  on  hatchery  production,  are  likely  to 
be  changed  only  slightly  on  a  U.  S.  total  basis  (for  individual  States,  some- 
what larger  changes  are  possible,  percentagewise) .    The  hatchery  reports, 
having  no  Census  counterpart  in  the  195^  survey,  will  be  revised  only 
slightly.    The  poultry  price  reporting  of  USDA's  Agricultural  Estimates  is 
also  relatively  unaffected  by  the  Census. 

The  inventor;/  numbers  of  chickens  on  hand,  as  reported  by  the  195^  and 
1950  Censuses,  provide  bench-marks  to  which  USDA  estimates  can  appropriately 
be  related.    For  this  reason,  the  USDA  numbers  relating  to  numbers  of  layers 
on  hand,  and  closely  related  series,  are  being  revised  downward.    The  revision 
is  related  to  the  extent  by  which  the  total  number  of  poultry -keeping  farms 
enumerated  by  the  Census  fell  short  of  the  number  which  had  been  assumed  in 
the  expansion  of  the  figures  obtained  from  the  crop  reporter  sample. 

At  the  same  time,  the  Census  revealed  a  greater-than-antlcipated  trend 
toward  increased  flock  sizes.    Egg  production  per  bird  in  larger  flocks  typi- 
cally exceeds  that  in  small  flocks .    Accordingly,  USDA  figures  on  rate  of  lay 
are  being  revised  upward.    Consequently,  egg  production  is  being  revised 
downward  less  than  the  numbers  of  layers. 

Pending  the  publication  of  the  entire  set  of  revisions,  some  of  the 
data  now  being  published  are  not  comparable  to  the  1951-5^  estimates.  How- 
ever, the  issue  of  current  data  on  a  post-Cens\is  base  is  always  accompanied 
by  year-ago  data  on  a  comparable  post-Census  base,  so  that  comparisons  with 
a  year  eigo  are  valid.    When  the  revisions  are  concluded,  the  year-to-year 
changes  in  production  data  will  generally  preserve  the  trends  that  were  es- 
tablished in  the  numbers  as  originally  issued,  but  they  will  move  toward  the 
new  level  rather  than  toward  that  originally  reported.    This  is  illustrated 
in  table  I6,  which  compares  changes  in  January  1  nunibers,  1950-55^  for 
original  and  revised  data  for  poultry  and  other  classes  of  livestock. 
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Table  15 •-  Poultry  items:    Comparison  of  data  from  USDA  and  Census  sources 


X  t>em 

Unit 

I9I19-I950  1/ 

195i^ 

Census 

USDA 

2/ 

Census 

USDA  2/ 

• 

Pre-  : 
census  : 
estimate  : 

Estimate 

after 
census 
revision 

Pre- 
census 
estimate 

1  Estimate 
;  after 
[  census 

i  CV  J.S JLon 

Sales  from  farms 

All  chickens 

Mil . 

head 

poo 

QQ)i 

9?  1 

X  ,  H-tid 

Broilers 

MIX . 

head 

(CO 

1,  060 

Other  chickens 

Mil. 

head 

171 

362 

Eggs 

Mil. 

doz . 

2,1+10 

t+,107 

2,653 

k,erjk 

Value  of  sales 

All  chickens 

MIX  . 

CLOX . 

poo 

noli 

oil 

009 

1,035 

Broilers 

MIX  . 

G.OX  . 

ceo 

p53 

753 

Other  chickens 

MIX  • 

CLOX  • 



136 

282 

Eggs 

MIX  . 

Ai-\'\ 
ClOX  . 

1,008 

1,828 

1,857 

915 

h  months  or  over 

MIX . 

head 

jO-x 

^  j5P • c 

Mil. 

head 

3  io 

Tux  Keys 

Bird-S  over  \  montlis 

of  age  on  hand 

2/3.3 

April  1,  -Lyp^ 

Mil. 

head 

0  A 

2y  3«9 

ivepu  I  or  DreecLing 

^■3.1 

during  195^ 

Mil. 

head 

llCCtV jr     UX  ecu. 

Mil. 

head 

1.5 

^'2.7 

^2.U 

Light -breed 

Mil. 

head 

.7 

2' -7 

^•7 

Raised 

Mil. 

head 

36 

63 

66 

Heavy-breed 

Mil. 

head 

ko 

U7 

Light -breed 

Mil. 

head 

23 

19 

1/  Production  and  sales  figures  are  for  19^9;  inventory  figures  for  1950- 
2/  Closest  comparable  concepts  estimated  by  USDA;  see  subsequent  footnotes. 
3/  Layers  on  hand  April  1,  1950. 

5/  Potential  layers  (layers  and  pullets  not  yet  of  laying  age)  on  heind  November  1,  195'*. 
^  Breeders  on  farms  at  beginning  of  year. 


Table  16.-  Comparison  of  original  and  revised  estimates,  livestock  and  poultry 
on  farms  January  1,  United  States,  1950-55 


Percentage  of  previous  year 

All 

Cows 
and 

2  yrs. 

older 

Stock 

Hogs 

and 

Horses 

and 

All 

All 

Year 

cattle 

for 

miUc 

sheep 

IS 

mule  s 

chickens 

turkeys 

Orig . ; 

Rev. 

Orig 

■  Rev. 

Orig . 

Rev. 

Orig. 

■  Rev. 

Orig. ; 

Rev. 

Orig. ; 

Rev. 

Orig. 

;Rev. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

1950 

101 

101 

100 

100 

97 

97 

105 

105 

92 

92 

106 

106 

Ill 

Ill 

1951 

105 

105 

99 

99 

lOU 

10!+ 

107 

106 

91 

90 

97 

9h 

99 

98 

1952 

107 

107 

99 

98 

103 

103 

101 

100 

88 

87 

102 

99 

llU 

lilt 

1953 

107 

107 

103 

102 

99 

99 

85 

83 

89 

88 

96 

93 

91 

89 

101 

102 

102 

101 

98 

98 

89 

87 

90 

89 

103 

100 

100 

97 

1955 

101 

101 

99 

98 

100 

100 

113 

112 

91 

90 

101 

98 

103 

99 
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Table  1?.-  Selected  poultry  statistics  before  and  after  195^  Census  revisions 


(a)  Annual  data 


Year 

[Hens  and  pullets 
on  farms, 

January  1 

Eggs  laid  during  the 
:    year,  per  hen  and 
pullet    on  farms 
January  1 

:           Egg  production 
:                on  farms 

Revised 

:  Un- 
:  revised 

"Revised 

Unrevised 

\  Revised 

Un- 
revised 

:  Number 

*  Case 

] equivalent 

:  Mil. 

Mil. 

No. 

No. 

Bil. 

Bil. 

Mil. 

1949 

:  399.4 

I4l 

56.2 

1950 
1951 
1952 
1953 
1954 

423.8 
:  410.2 
:  419.9 
:  404.0 
:  413.6 

423.8 

399.3 
397.2 
373.0 
371.0 

139 
144 

145 
154 
158 

139 
145 
146 

155 
159 

58.7 
59.3 
61.0 

62.3 
65.4 

59.0 
58.1 
58.1 
57.9 
58.9 

163.8 
161.3 
161.3 
I0O.8 
163.7 

1955 
1950 

:  421.9 
:  411.0 

368.6 
359.7 

160 

161 

67.4 

59.5 

165.2 

(b)  Monthly  data 

Month 

:  Average  number  " 
of  layers  during: 
the  month  : 

Eggs  laid  during 
the  month, 
per  layer 

Egg  production 
on  farms 

'      Un-  ; 
revised" 

Un- 
revised 

Revised 

Revised; 

Unrevised 

Revised 

Nuniber 

:  Case 
: equivalent 

1955 
Jam. 
Feb. 
Mar. 

Apr.  : 
May 

June  : 
July  : 
Axig.  : 
Sept.  : 
Oct.  : 
Nov.  : 
Dec.  : 
1956  1/  : 
Jan.  : 
Feb.  : 

Mil. 

390.1 
379.1 
367.4 

352.7 
338.4 
326.2 

318.7 
322.8 

347.1 
373.6 

365.7 
386.6 

Mil. 

338.1 
328.5 
318.6 
306.2 
293.6 

282.7 
276.2 
279.6 
299.4 

320.7 
331.2 
333.0 

330.5 
323.7 

No. 

14.8 
14.6 
17.9 
18.5 
19.0 

17.5 
16.6 
15.2 
13.8 

13.9 
13.4 
14.1 

No. 

15.5 
14.9 

18.0 
18.4 
19.0 
17.5 
lb. 7 
15.4 
14.2 
14.4 
14.1 
14.9 

15.6 
15.9 

Bil. 

5.8 

5.5 
6.6 

6.5 
6.4 

5.7 
5.3 
4.9 
4.8 
5.2 
5.2 
5.5 

Bil. 

5.2 
4.9 
5.7 
5.6 
5.6 
5.0 
4.6 

4.3 
4.2 
4.6 

4.7 
5.0 

5.2 

5.1 

Mil. 

14.5 
13.6 

15.9 
15.7 
15.5 
13.8 
12.8 

11.9 
11.8 

12.9 
13.0 
13.8 

14.3 
14.3 

1/  Beginning  January  1956,  numbers  issued  on  "revised"  basis. 
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COMPAEISON  OF  WEEKLY  POULTRY  SLALXIHTSR  REPORT 
AND  OTHER  DATA 

Since  the  beginning  of  195'+>  USDA  has  issued  weekly  data  concerning 
the  volume  of  poultry  slaughtered  commercially.    The  primary  intent  of  these 
weekly  data  is  to  indicate  the  volume  of  cui^rent  commercial  supplies  of  poiil- 
tr>'  as  an  aid  to  orderly  marketing.    A  possible  additional  use  of  the  data  is 
as  a  basis  for  emticipating  the  volume  of  supplies  in  the  immediate  future. 

The  accompanying  charts  illustrate  some  comparisons  between  the  weekly 
slaughter  data  and  other  data  which  might  be  considered  alternative  sources 
of  information  about  prospective  volumes  of  marketing. 

The  first  chart  illustrates  the  close  degree  of  correspondence  between 
the  2  alternative  reports  as  indicators  of  seasonality  in  poultry  slaughter. 

The  second  chart  compares  total  commercial  poultry  slaughter  as  re- 
ported through  the  weekly    Commercial  Poultry  Slaughter  Report"  and  monthly 
poiiltry  slaughter  as  independently  estimated  in  USDA's  "Livestock  Slaughter 
and  Meat  Production''  (which  estimates  red  meats  as  well  as  poultry).     In  this 
chart,  the  1955  figures  for  both  series  are  converted  to  percentages  of  their 
corresponding  195^  fig\ires.    The  1955  weekly  figures  average  5  percent  higher 
than  195^;  the  1955  monthly  figures  average  3  percent  smaller  than  195^' 
Changes  in  the  components  of  total  1955  slaughter,  as  indicated  by  available 
statistics,  are:    Broilers,  up  3  percent;  turkeys,  number  raised,  down  k  per- 
cent; chickens  raised,  down  15  percent;  mature  chickens  sold,  as  yet  unre- 
ported, tut  probably  down  in  view  of  the  greater  retention  of  hens  as  layers. 

For  turkeys,  the  weekly  slaughter  report  includes  h  classes  and  a 
total.  1/    Charts  3  ejid  h  relate  to  total  slaughter  and  to  slavighter  of  light- 
breed  turkeys  respectively.     In  the  charts,  weekly  data  regarding  the  total 
live-weight  slaxoghter  of  the  respective  classes  are  compared  with  appropri- 
ately lagged  data  concerning  the  number  of  poults  hatched.     In  every  case, 
the  data  are  converted  to  percentages  of  the  corresponding  item  the  year 
before . 

There  are  several  complications  which  may  partially  explain  the  non- 
correspondence  between  the  respective  series  of  data  in  each  chart.    One  is 
the  arbitrary-  nature  of  the  time  lag  assumed  between  hatching  and  slaughter. 
However,  the  degree  of  correspondence  between  data  from  the  2  sources  woxild 
not  be  materially  improved  if  the  line  representing  lagged  hatchings  were 
shifted  either  to  the  right  or  to  the  left.    Another  complication  concerns 
the  changing  practices  in  the  poultry  industry  regarding  weights  of  turkeys 
at  slaughter;  but  again  no  material  change  was  effected  when  unpublished  data 
on  numbers  of  turkeys  slaughtered  were  substituted  for  the  published  material 
which  is  based  on  live  weight. 


1/  Fryer-roasters,  heavy-breed  hens,  heavy-breed  toms,  and  light-breed  hens 
and  toms. 
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For  the  year  1955 ^  "the  weekly  slaughter  report  indicated  a  10  percent 
decrease  in  turkey  slaughter,  with  the  sharpest  declines  among  heavy-breed 
turkeys,  which  changed  at  different  rates  for  the  2  sexes  (toms,  -ik  percent; 
hens,  -8  percent) .     Independently-derived  USDA  estimates  of  the  number  of 
turkeys  raised  in  1955  indicate  an  over-all  decrease  of  k  percent  (head-count 
basis),  including  virt\ially  no  change  in  heavy  breeds  and  a  15  percent  reduc- 
tion in  light -breed  turkeys. 

Market  price  behaviour  for  turkeys  in  the  last  month  or  so  of  1955 
tended  to  substantiate  the  slaughter  report,  which  shows,  in  chart  3;  that 
supplies  slvmaiped  below  195^?  t»ut  the  lagged  hatchery  data  would  have  suggested 
otherwise. 

Chart  numiber  5  plots  the  weekly  slaughter  of  all  young  chickens  and  the 
13  area  broiler  chick  placements  of  10  weeks  previous.    Both  series  are  con- 
verted to  a  percent-of -year-earlier  basis.    When  thus  converted,  the  principal 
disparity  between  the  2  series  occurs  in  October,  when  marketings  of  farm- 
raised  young  stock  are  important.    This  class  of  poultry  is  included  among 
"all  young  chickens"  in  the  weekly  slaughter  report,  but,  because  they  are 
not  commercial  broilers,  they  are  not  represented  in  the  weekly  placement 
data. 

The  published  weekly  slaughter  data  concerning  volume  of  young  chick- 
ens, at  least  on  a  United  States  basis,  do  not  appear  to  be  precise  enough  to 
permit  judgments  about  the  possible  acceleration  or  deferment  of  broiler  mar- 
ketings in  response  to  anticipated  price  changes.    Average  weights  per  bird 
have  recently  been  published  on  a  U.  S.  average  basis,  however,  and  changes 
in  weight  from  a  long-time  norm  might  eventually  reveal  departures  from  normal 
ages  at  marketing,  particularly  if  data  become  available  for  local  areas. 

The  weekly 'Commercial  Poultry  Slaughter  Report' is  based  on  reports  re- 
ceived by  mail  each  week  from  plants  with  average  weekly  slaughter  over 
30,000  pounds  live  weight  while  in  operation.     There  are  approximately  o60 
such  plants  in  the  United  States  and  estimated  slaioghter  in  these  plants  was 
equal  to  62  percent  of  sales  of  poultry  off  farms  in  195^-    Poiiltry  was  also 
sold  from  farms  to  small  plants,  to  retail  outlets  or  consumers,  or  through 
live  poultry  marketing  channels.    The  hbl  commercial  plants  on  the  active  list 
of  reporting  plants  accoxant  for  78  percent  of  the  slaughter  in  all  commercial 
plants . 

Monthly  estimates  of  poultry  meat  production  (slaiaghter)  are  intended 
to  include  all  commercial  poultry  slaughter  of  chickens  and  turkeys  sold  from 
farms.    Estimates  of  nvmibers  slaughtered  are  based  on  available  indications 
of  marketings  developed  from  information  on  inventories,  intentions  to  raise, 
nunibers  raised,  death  loss,  farm  consumption,  market  po\iltry,  and  data  on 
chick  placements  and  current  marketings  in  important  producing  areas. 


Table  19.-  Commercial  poultry  meat  production  (slaughter),  and  related 

items ;  January  195^  to  date 


(including  part  of  data  for  charts  l/) 


Commercial 

Poult  hatchings 

Konth , 
yeai* 

:  poultry  meat 

Broiler  chick 

:  production, 

placements , 

Total, 

:  Heavy  breeds. 

ready-to-cook 

13  sireas 

k  months 

:      5  months 

2/ 

previous 

:  previous 

Million 

Thou- 

Thou- 

pounds 

Millions 

ssuids 

sands 

1954 

January 

oil  c 

245 

03 .0 

^53 

123 

February 

23*+ 

59'5 

^33 

11 

March 

253 

Oy  .0 

736 

25 

April 

2d  3 

DO .  p 

1,651 

65 

May 

07.9 

3,037 

3U5 

June 

307 

6k. 6 

5,01+7 

1,217 

July 

316 

65.6 

11A55 

3,37^ 

August 

D  J.  .  £1 

16,199 

9,369 

oep  oemoer 

kill 

pO  .ti 

16,7U4 

13,855 

October 

1?3U 

10,767 

13 ^^^9 

November 

542 

51*9 

3,892 

7,7^+3 

jjecemoer 

ko  'a 

1,426 

1,446 

19?  P 

January 

715 

Oft 

08 

February 

215 

DiC  .(J 

736 

25 

March 

230 

DO.D 

1,220 
2,1914- 

61 

April 

240 

71-5 

179 

May 

310 

7d  .4 

2,519 

539 

June  : 

310 

75.6 

3,7^5 

1,196 

July 

322 

75.5 

8,72U 

2,652 

Aug\ist 

353 

DO  .7 

lU,352 

l,6kh 

September 

1+28 

59.3 

16,908 

12,635 

uctoDer  ; 

529 

04  . 4 

11,373 

ll+,5if6 

November 

6U.9 

^+A50 

8,8U 

December 

71.0 

1,523 

1,9^^5 

1956  : 

January 

75.7 

557 

279 

1/  Remainder  of  data  -  from  Weekly  Commercial  Poultry  Slaughter  Report  - 
are  in  195^-55  summary  of  that  report,  issued  January  I6,  1956. 
2/  Chickens  (including  broilers}  and  turkeys  only. 
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SEASONALITY  OF 
COMMERCIAL  POULTRY  SLAUGHTER 
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Figure  3 
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PERCENT" 
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Monthly  hatchings 

(  HtAVt  POUITS  -  5  MONTHS  PREVIOUS  ) 
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JULY 
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Figure  k 


Figure  5 


Figure  6 
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Table  20.-  Eggs,  shell:    Reported  receipts  by  State  of  origin,  selected  cities,  1955 


(Including  data  for  cover  chart) 


State 

New 

Phila- 

Atlanta 

Cleve- 

Cincin- 

St. 

San 

Los 

of  origin 

Boston 

York 

delphia 

land 

nati 

Chicago 

Louis 

Fran- 
cisco 

Angeles 

Cases 

Cases 

Cases 

Cases 

Cases 

Cases 

Cases 

Cases 

Cases 

Cases 

Maine 

322,645 

6,926 

Rev  Ea^shire 

11,732 

100 

Vernoot 

30,265 

Massachusetts 

315,373 

38,176 

Rhode  Island 

9,200 

10,194 

Connecticut 

59,61^4 

35,890 

New  York 

70,861 

873,252 

2,521 

394 

2 

New  Jersey 

866,994 

193, '+36 

300 

Pennsylvania 

2,788 

651,718 

744,327 

960 

Ohio 

2,539 

14,764 

485,143 

175,325 

2,259 

Indiana 

200 

131,746 

150 

53,056 

260,458 

99,951 

830 

Illinois 

13,031 

89,407 

49,641 

72,402 

4,708 

44,204 

524,087 

243,054 

470 

600 

Michigan 

1,080 

71,940 

55 

2,510 

Wisconsin 

1,562 

4,4l9 

3,923 

1,735 

8,405 

'*,613 

1,207,957 

600 

Minnesota 

69,042 

766,154 

126,061 

41,797 

113,018 

15,213 

985, '+17 

1,500 

29,006 

73,519 

Iowa 

106,489 

1,302,856 

143,582 

296,377 

10,136 

7,933 

976,020 

198,91b 

51,302 

63,184 

Missouri 

231 

3,179 

1,491 

1,759 

7,503 

412,346 

2,14  00 

N.  Dakota 

62 

23,710 

S.  Dakota 

550 

1,915 

3,052 

1,212 

114,299 

4,l40 

33,506 

Nebraska 

4,234 

4,518 

1,673 

1,864 

24,987 

4,718 

9,'t73 

Kansas 

1,078 

395 

3,965 

550 

97,565 

6,704 

Delaware 

218 

8,266 

Maryland 

6,677 

16,546 

Dist.  of  Col. 

600 

Virginia 

2,960 

4,348 

1,793 

West  Virginia 

4,304 

20 

N.  Carolina 

97 

337 

S .  Carolina 

3 

504 

Georgia 

517 

193,31'* 

500 

Florida 

125 

Kentucky 

17,065 

5,187 

Tennessee 

'♦,797 

2,012 

Alahaoa 

668 

Mississippi 

160 

Arkansas 

• 

2,365 

609 

Louisiana 

3,315 

250 

Texas 

130 

Montana 

1.564 

Idaho 

588 

Wyoming 

Colorado 

485 

20,530 

847 

New  Mexico 

Arizona 

Utah 

13,076 

59,812 

Nevada 

21 

Washington 

Oregon 

1,985,498 

California 

509,999 

Canada 

4,068 

'^,190 

500 

Total  of 

above 

1^35,159 

'♦,834,743 

1,300,938 

617,5^+5 

747,620 

532,389 

3,979,650 

869,608 

728,240 

2,237,153 
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Table  21.-  Numbers  of  yovng  chickens  and  pullets  on  farms  in  relation  to 
numbers  of  chickens  raised  and  to  sex  of  purchased  chicks, 
available  data,  1930  to  date 


Year 

Chickens 
raised 

Yo\ing  chickens  on 
farms,  October  1 

Pullets  (laying  and 
not  yet  laying)  on 
farms,  Jajiuary  1 
following 

Sexed  piillets 
as  a  percent- 
age of 
farmers'  total 
purchases  of 
repxacemen b 
cnic&s 

Total 

;      As  a 
percent- 
age of 
chickens 
raised 

Total 
±/ 

As  a 

percent- 
age of 

chickens 
raised 

Millions 

Percent 

Millions 

Percent 

Percent 

1930 

777 

— — — 



244 

31.3 



1931 

709 

362 

51.1 

230 

32.4 



1932 

736 

387 

52.7 

237 

32.2 



1933 

750 

384 

51.2 

238 

31.8 



-1-^3^ 

331 

51.4 

212 

32.9 

1935 

658 

3U6 

52.5 

226 

34.4 

1936 

715 

390 

54.5 

249 

34.9 



1937 

601 

334 

55.5 

215 

35.8 



1938 

651 

378 

58.1 

242 

37.2 



398 

57.2 

254 

36.4 

i9i^o 

63U 

390 

61.6 

240 

37.9 

19^1 

745 

kkl 

59.2 

278 

37.3 



19^2 

Qkk 

U78 

56.6 

319 

37.7 

20.9 

19^3 

1,001 

544 

54.3 

350 

34.9 

17.2 

19'+'*- 

032 

khi 

53.7 

301 

36.2 

20.3 

1945 

:  890 

508 

57.0 

322 

36.2 

18.5 

19^6 

738 

4l2 

55.8 

281 

38.1 

22.3 

1947 

:  719 

4l2 

57.3 

278 

38.6 

26.0 

1948 

:  615 

371 

60.3 

258 

42.0 

30.0 

1949 

:  705 

399 

56.6 

287 

40.7 

31.0 

1950 

635 

378 

3/ 

258 

3/ 

32.0 

1951 

:  663 

397 

3/ 

261 

3/ 

33.0 

1952 

:  617 

356 

3/ 

238 

3/ 

37.0 

1953 

:  609 

379 

2/ 

255 

3/ 

42.0 

195^+ 

:  620 

376 

3/ 

257 

3/ 

43.0 

1955  2/ 

:  52^1 

338 

3/ 

238 

1/ 

42.0 

1956 

4/43.0 

1/  Including  revisions. 
2/  Preliminary. 

3/  Not  computed  on  account  of  possible  pending  revisions  in  "chickens  raised"  and 
other  figures. 
4/  Intentions. 
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Table  22.-  Weekly  broiler  placements  in  speclolizea  areas;  broiler  prices  and 
broiler-feed  price  ratios,  Salisbury,  Maryland,  1954  and  1955 


195^ 

1955 

:  Placements, 

11*  areas  1/ 

Placements 

,  22  States 

Week 
eoaiag 

Weekly 

:  Cxaaulative 

:  Broiler 
:  price,  per 
:  pound, 
: Salisbury  2/ 

[Broiler-feed 
[price  ratio, 
[Salisburj-  2/ 

Weekly 

:  Cumulative 

:      Broiler  : 
:  price,  per  : 
:       pound ,  : 
•.Salisbury  2/: 

Broiler-feed 
price  ratio, 
Salisbury  2/ 

:  Thou. 

Thou. 

Ct. 

Lb.  feed 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Ct. 

Lb.  feed 

January  1 
3 
15 
22 
29 

:  16,269 
:  15,967 
:  15,280 
:  1U,763 
:  15,5l»7 

16,269 
32,256 
1*7,536 
62,299 
77,81*6 

22.5 
22.2 
21*. 3 
23.0 
22.3 

l*.l* 
l».l* 
1*.8 
1*.5 
1*.3 

14,698 
15,420 
14,964 
15,383 
17,425 

14,698 
30,118 
45,082 
60,465 
77,890 

22.3 
25.1 
27.4 
28.8 
28.5 

4.5 
5.0 
5.5 
5.7 
5.7 

February  5 
12 
19 

26 

:  16,016 
:  15,916 
:  15,892 
16,020 

93,862 
109,778 
125,670 
11*1,690 

20.9 
20.1* 
21.1 
20.1* 

l*.0 
3.9 
l*.l 
1*.0 

19,039 
20,016 
20,148 
20,687 

96,929 
116,945 
137,093 
157,780 

26.9 
25.7 
25.4 
26.5 

5.4 
5.1 
5.1 
5.3 

March  5 
12 
19 
26 

:  16,175 
:  16,51*9 
:  16,788 
17,'«0 

157,865 
17l*,l*ll* 
191,202 
208,602 

21.9 
21.9 
22.1* 
21*. 1 

U.2 
1*.2 
1*.3 
l*.6 

20,382 
19,779 
19,964 
20,745 

178,162 
197,941 
217,905 
238,650 

29,8 
31.1 
32.8 
30.3 

6.0 
6.3 
6.7 
6.2 

April  2 
9 
16 
23 
30 

17,232 
17,1^3 
17,397 
17,033 
16,558 

225,831* 
21*2,977 
260,371* 
277,1*07 
293,965 

2l*.l* 
25.1 
23.9 
23.0 
21.6 

1*.7 
U.8 
h.6 
l*.3 
l*.o 

21,637 
21,839 
22,306 
22,149 

22,406 

260,287 
282,126 
304,432 
326,581 
348,987 

32.6 
32.0 
28.9 
26.9 
24.2 

6.6 
6.6 
5.9 
5.4 
4.9 

May  7 

lit- 
21 

aa 

17,00l» 
17,292 
-  16,303 
•  15,'»75 

310,969 
326,261 
3l*i»,56i* 
360,039 

21.8 
22.1 
2U.5 
25.0 

4.1 
l*.l 
i*.6 
l*.8 

22,518 
22,571 
22,767 
22,607 

371,505 
394,076 
416,843 
439,450 

25.2 
25.7 
27.2 
27.6 

5.2 
5.3 
5.5 
5.6 

June  h 

11  : 
13  : 
25  : 

15,315 
15,721 
I6,lt09 
16,W*5 

375,351* 
391,075 
1*07,1*81* 
1*23,929 

21*. 7 
25.1* 
25.2 
25.1 

4.7 
4.8 
4.8 
4.7 

22,694 
22,774 
23,294 
22,619 

462,144 
484,918 
508,212 
530,831 

27.6 
28.1 
28.1 
27.8 

5.8 
5.9 
5.9 
5.8 

July           2  : 
9  : 
IJ  : 
23  : 
30  : 

16,51*3 
16,200 
16,61*7 
15,823 
15,31*8 

1*1*0,1*72 
1*56,672 
1*73,319 
1*89,1^*2 
50l*,990 

2U.3 
25.3 
25.5 
21*. 9 
25.2 

4.6 
4.8 
4.9 
4.7 
4.8 

22,701 
22,054 
22,351 
22,099 
21,700 

553,532 
575,586 
597,937 
620,036 
641,736 

26.8 
28.0 
27.3 
27.9 
29.0 

5.6 
5.9 
5.7 
5.8 
6.0 

August         5  : 
13  : 
2D  : 
2r  : 

15,213 
ll*,963 
15,31*2 
15,302 

520,203 
535,171 
550,513 
565,815 

25.0 
21*. 8 

25.3 
25.0 

4.8 
4.7 
4.8 
4.7 

20,799 
20,159 
19,429 
18,349 

662,535 
682,694 
702,123 
720,472 

28.0 
28.3 
28.2 
27.7 

5.9 
6.0 
5.9 
6.0 

September    3  : 
10  : 
17  : 
2k  : 

li*,96U 
15,079 
11*,  1*51 
11*, 1*06 

580,779 
595,358 
610,309 
621*,  715 

21*. 3 
21*. 1 
23.0 
20.1 

4.6 
4.6 
4.4 
4.1 

17,652 
17,605 
17,659 
17,708 

738,124 
755,729 
773,388 
791,096 

26.7 
26.9 
26.0 
23.8 

5.8 
5.8 
5.5 
5.1 

October       1  : 
3  : 
15  : 
22  : 
29  : 

ll*,25l* 
12,872 
12,688 
12,796 
12,31*5 

638,969 
651,81*1 
661*, 529 
677,327 
690,172 

19.2 
18.0 
20.8 
20.5 
22.6 

3.9 
3.6 
4.2 
4.2 
4.7 

17,998 
18,176 
18,288 
18,596 
18,780 

809,094 
827,270 
845,558 
864,154 
882,934 

23.2 
20.8 
21.7 
22.0 
20.3 

5.0 
4.4 
4.6 
4.8 
4.4 

Novenber     5  : 
12  : 
19  : 
26  : 

12,782 
12,977 

13,030 
13,1*67 

702,951* 
715,931 

729,709 
71*3,236 

21.8 
20.1 
lo.o 
18.3 

4.4 
4.0 
3.7 
3.7 

18,982 
19,023 
19,595 
19,534 

901,916 
920,939 

0)1  A  coll 

940, 53"* 
960,068 

18.7 
21.2 

on  ^ 

21.5 

4.1 
4.6 

4.7 

December     3  : 
10  : 
17  : 
2h  : 
31  : 

12,759 
13,051* 
10,018 

769,756 
782,810 
792,828 

19.1 
18.5 
18.1* 

3.8 
3.7 
3.7 

20  276 
20,447 
20,505 
20,737 
20,584 

you, 
1,000,791 
1,021,296 
1,042,033 
1,062,617 

21.8 

19.7 
19.3 
19.0 

21.2 

4.8 
4'.4 
4.2 
4.2 
4.7 

Total  and  : 
average  : 

792,82s 

22.5 

4.1* 

1,062,617 

25.9 

5.4 

1/  For  weeks  January  2  to  July  10,  Includes  only  N.  W.  Arkansas;  thereafter,  entire  State. 
2/  For  voeks  ending  on  Thursday  or  Friday  aa  published  in  weekly  reports . 
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Table  23.-  Weekly  placements  of  broiler  chides  in  22  States, 
1955;  anniial  totals,  1954  and  1955 


Week 
ending 

[  Maine  ] 

Connect-: 
icut  : 

Pennsyl-: 
vania  : 

Indieina  \ 

Illinois; 

Missouri; 

Delaware ; 

Maryland; 

Virginia; 

West  : 
Virginia; 

North 
Carolina 

:  Thou. 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Jan.  1 

8 
15 
22 
29 

:  599 
:  536 
:  5h9 
:  578 
:  600 

507 
411 
263 
339 
432 

417 
380 
415 
492 
594 

497 
531 
507 
532 
681 

92 
107 

92 
102 
164 

349 
322 
237 
344 
399 

1,095 
1,192 
1,151 
1,184 
1,398 

1,023 
1,083 
1,085 
1,180 
1,260 

797 
890 
843 
790 
1,230 

281 
335 

347 
429 
425 

847 
902 
882 
959 
1,055 

Feb.  5 
12 
19 
26 

':  608 

:  62U 
:  625 
:  633 

529 

580 
593 
637 

608 

701 
718 
720 

749 

701 
655 
689 

231 

157 

202 
197 

477 
592 
599 
616 

1,723 
1,925 
1,939 
1,851 

1,412 
1,279 
1,356 
1,435 

1,341 
1,431 
1,318 
1,1*3'^ 

450 

563 

540 

558 

1,129 
1,200 
1,146 
1,193 

Mar.  5 

12 
19 

26 

i  598 
:  580 
585 
628 

567 
580 
556 
537 

726 
655 
619 
681 

717 

700 
659 
782 

203 
188 
162 
233 

560 
582 
630 
678 

1,582 
1,53^ 
l,'t53 
1,583 

1,510 
1,308 
1,337 
1,259 

1,264 
1,191 
1,184 
1,271 

507 

466 
537 
462 

1,229 
1,153 
1,207 
1,254 

Apr.  2 

9 
16 
23 
30 

612 

669 
696 
662 
675 

644 
459 
472 
522 
594 

755 
700 
693 
701 
721 

704 

677 
843 
805 
822 

181 

197 
210 
203 
209 

607 
701 
707 
623 
759 

1,692 
1,800 
1,636 
1,636 
1,880 

1,392 
1,314 
1,227 
1,33'* 
1,324 

1,265 
1,3'«) 
1,378 
1,285 
1,343 

51-1 

495 
582 
578 
524 

1,393 
1,338 
1,397 
1,326 
1,411 

May  7 

11*. 
21 
28 

76k 
697 
691 
71k 

473 
552 
649 
584 

685 
716 
715 
719 

802 
882 
791 
718 

230 
232 
184 
203 

659 
649 
605 
704 

1,829 
1,787 
1,628 
1,659 

1,320 
1,361 
1,395 
1,450 

1,477 
1,315 
1,447 
1,357 

598 
611 
550 
588 

1,415 
1,425 
1,1*73 
1,477 

June  k 
11 
18 
25 

655 
6kk 
71k 
726 

630 
622 
659 
638 

687 
774 
747 
6l4 

792 
776 
729 
652 

227 
248 
201 
176 

641 
607 
651 
642 

l,8l4 
1,831 
1,755 
1,869 

1,359 
1,180 
1,527 
1,298 

1,328 
1,291 
1,346 
1,361 

509 
544 
503 
504 

1,482 
1,523 
1,606 
1,550 

July  2 
9 
16 
23 
30 

69k 
668 
782 
712 
823 

562 
455 
572 
539 
487 

642 
661 
653 
572 
606 

798 
864 
873 
780 
853 

165 
174 
216 
282 
185 

614 
648 
615 
696 
638 

1,811 
1,671 
1,567 
1,661 
1,529 

1,518 
1,268 

1,421 

1,248 
1,294 

1,292 
1,344 
1,261 
1,447 
1,249 

506 
514 
526 
466 
567 

1,5^6 
1,568 
1,510 
1,'*36 
1,591 

Aug.  6 

13  : 
20  : 
27  : 

801 
801 
697 
672 

487 
51*5 
548 
419 

703 
603 
643 
544 

668 
696 
676 
535 

177 
161 
169 
169 

561 
540 
512 
446 

1,370 
1,440 
1,363 
1,317 

1,249 
1,191 
1,038 
1,126 

1,273 
1,167 
1,083 
1,036 

477 
483 
464 
506 

1,501 
1,430 
1,315 
1,270 

Sept .    3  : 
10  : 
17  : 
2h  : 

683 
684 
640 
691 

476 
475 
463 
1^5X 

580 
540 
564 
562 

503 
502 
606 
609 

162 
163 
166 
130 

407 
454 
450 
483 

1,227 
1,122 
1,251 
1,203 

1,155 
1,098 
1,049 
1,019 

961 
1,062 

959 
1,082 

410 
372 
489 
458 

1,307 
1,230 
1,198 
1,203 

Oct .      1  : 
8  : 

15  : 
22  : 
29  : 

673 
712 
651 
676 
756 

48? 
518 
563 
568 

55a 

560 
568 
603 
582 
671 

666 
608 
601 
655 
694 

204 

203 

164 
174 
166 

488 
461 
391 
376 
381 

1,258 
1,331 
1,400 
1,426 
1,367 

1,080 
l,l4l 
1,090 
1,172 
1,157 

961 
995 
894 
924 
1,029 

466 
480 
353 
391 
375 

1,307 
1,156 
1,304 
1,218 
1,255 

Nov.      5  : 
12  : 
19  : 
26  : 

764 
733 
729 
742 

589 
481 
650 
495 

625 
617 
699 
59U 

771 

756 
808 
787 

130 
135 
205 
170 

438 
457 
494 
3h3 

1,295 
1,326 
1,250 
1,468 

1,109 
1,156 
1,152 
1,091 

1,063 
1,085 
1,076 
986 

513 
426 

397 
406 

1,295 
1,231 
1,347 
1,285 

Dec .      3  : 

10  : 
17  : 
2k  : 

31  : 

649 
811 
731 
728 
756 

605 
567 
459 
469 
619 

542 
656 
607 
597 
572 

733 
712 
692 
646 
740 

184 
187 
157 
127 
130 

571 

6o4 
586 
563 
508 

1,194 
1,371 
1,495 
l,6l4 
1,607 

1,312 
1,086 
1,151 
1,074 
1,1'*3 

1,129 
1,146 
1,092 
1,113 
1,196 

431 
438 
505 
506 
466 

1,470 
1,373 
1,419 
i.M3 
1,374 

Total,  : 
1955  : 

36,121 

28,136 

33,319 

37,235 

9,486 

28,865 

80,360 

65,596 

62,422 

25,388 

£9,524 

Total,  : 
195*^  : 

30,976 

23,668 

2/ 

37,122 

2/ 

2/ 

2/ 

2/ 

2/ 

2/ 

Percentage  : 
change  : 
frcrn  I95U  : 

17 

19 

0 

Continued  - 
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Table  23.-  We«Jtly  placements  of    roller  chicks  in  22  States,  1955; 
annual  totals,  195^  and  1955  -  Continued 


Week 

:  South 

Georgia 

Florida 

Alahana 

:  Missis 

ending 

Carolina 

:  sippi 

:  Thou. 

Itou. 

Ttou. 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Jan.  1 

131 

2,969 

147 

833 

527 

c 
0 

loo 

2, 99'* 

147 

936 

052 

15 

163 

3,0W* 

139 

876 

647 

22 

3,0W» 

124 

942 

562 

29 

19T 

3,107 

17t> 

1,051 

700 

Feb .  5 

196 

3t270 

100 

715 

12 

212 

3,3^3 

201 

1,245 

788 

19 

235 

3,W*3 

188 

1,260 

806 

26 

211» 

3,393 

183 

1,127 

829 

Mar.  5 

22U 

3.543 

210 

1,182 

796 

12 

191 

3,610 

190 

1,162 

Aon 
030 

19 

204 

3. 61*3 

217 

1,109 

873 

26 

220 

3. 742 

209 

1,128 

837 

Apr.  2 

205 

3,892 

213 

1,229 

891 

9 

263 

4,042 

200 

1,242 

003 

16 

236 

4,092 

217 

1,305 

941 

23 

352 

4,142 

201 

1.354 

918 

30 

2t5 

l»,192 

186 

1,370 

869 

»*>y  7 

'»,1*2 

192 

1,327 

OoO 

Ik 

2U 

4,217 

202 

1.270 

878 

21 

2k6 

4,242 

181 

1.363 

931 

26 

253 

4,242 

214 

1,402 

925 

June  k 

272 

4,266 

216 

1,1*03 

945 

11 

251 

4,291 

210 

1,339 

839 

18 

230 

'»,3^1 

230 

1,404 

867 

25 

210 

4,242 

217 

1,461 

855 

July  2 

225 

4,192 

207 

1,1^3 

923 

9 

210 

4,142 

210 

1,317 

915 

16 

250 

4,092 

191 

1,31*7 

959 

23 

196 

4,l4l 

1&7 

1,478 

866 

30  : 

181. 

3,991 

211 

1,291 

885 

Aug .  6 

17"* 

3,9*^ 

200 

1,310 

810 

13 

163 

3,892 

213 

1,189 

8l4 

20 

151 

3,790 

192 

1,182 

796 

27 

161» 

3,593 

222 

1,126 

710 

Sept.  3 

169 

3,'*93 

205 

1,042 

657 

10 

196 

3,59** 

189 

1,092 

629 

17 

175 

3,5'»3 

164 

1,087 

593 

Sk 

165 

3,M»1 

168 

1,111 

685 

Oct.  1 

183 

3,494 

166 

1,065 

689 

0 

220 

3,51*5 

152 

1,052 

000 

15 

2U8 

3,51*2 

157 

1.069 

680 

22 

223 

3,600 

179 

1,089 

71*1 

29 

22l» 

3,1*53 

187 

1,110 

r 

J 

Hov.  5 

221* 

3,225 

196 

1,152 

843 

12 

207 

3,480 

171 

1,192 

764 

19 

192 

3,303 

206 

1,284 

751* 

26 

218 

3,1*75 

165 

1,253 

905 

Dee.  3 

23't 

3,51*0 

210 

1,339 

862 

10 

229 

3,582 

231 

1,375 

918 

17 

21k 

3,610 

242 

1,368 

913 

2U 

2kl 

3,824 

213 

1,449 

901 

31 

216 

3,765 

181 

1.323 

868 

Arkansas 

1/ 


Louisiana 


Texas 


Wash- 
ington 


Oregon 


Cali- 
fornia 


Thou. 

1,222 
1,068 
1,'112 
1,075 
1.151 

1.393 
1.508 
1,486 
1,617 

1.583 
1.609 
1,626 
1,735 

1,937 
1,91*0 
1,892 
2,022 

1,819 

1,896 
1,910 
1,969 
1,890 

1,932 
1,998 
2,007 
1,986 

2,025 
1,998 
2,074 
1,973 
1,873 

1,661 
l,6l4 
1,502 
1,330 

1,221 
1,291* 
1,350 
1,391* 

1,366 
1,1*71 
1,536 
1,564 
1,460 

1.1*95 
1,592 
1.750 
1,707 

1,859 
1,797 
1,824 
1,807 
1,730 


Thou. 

179 
170 
159 
135 
148 

229 
224 
219 
247 

284 
218 
247 
289 

311* 
249 

273 
253 
271 

283 
255 
279 
251 

258 
335 
279 
317 

274 
212 
231 
288 
304 

261 
249 
286 
190 

245 
233 
216 
210 

228 
216 
251 
288 
261 

330 
277 
296 
324 

290 
266 
291 
291 
290 


Thou. 

1,062 
1,1*50 
1,331* 
1,233 
1,410 

1,468 
1*1*79 
1,1*98 
1,629 

1,584 
1,526 
1,591* 
1,664 

1,61*6 
1,816 
1,834 
1,724 
1,656 

1,819 
1,767 
1,872 
1,766 

1,769 
1,869 
1,911 
1.818 

1.799 
1,840 
1,771* 
1,707 
1.690 

1,727 
1.595 
1.673 
1,621 

1,1*57 
1,447 
1,576 
1,511 

1,558 
1,581 
1,720 
1,724 
1,661 

1,763 
1,749 
1,796 
1,785 

1,775 
1,838 
1,811 
1,802 
1,731* 


Thou. 

200 
178 
169 
167 
192 

169 
186 
219 
216 

240 
262 
283 
216 

237 
263 
285 
226 
233 

225 
244 
197 
217 

210 
263 
245 
253 

225 
212 
255 
212 
216 

200 
187 
199 
173 

175 
171 
171 
164 

l4l 
99 
121 
163 
130 

140 
194 
183 
151* 

171* 
128 
222 
199 
203 


Thou. 

81 
88 
73 
93 
300 

103 
113 
11*3 
189 

185 
171 
11*3 
135 

146 
102 
11*3 
131 
149 

11*7 
187 
173 
140 

173 
154 
156 
162 

11.2 
11*5 
11*3 
179 
151 

164 
U9 
115 
105 

129 
119 
96 
95 

117 
117 
93 
68 
94 

98 
101 

113 
90 

150 
132 

121 
l4i 
l4o 


Thou. 

843 
862 
877 
905 

895 

840 
964 
960 
1,080 

1,088 
1,057 
1,094 

1,202 

1,171 
1,161 

1,247 
1,151 
1,151* 

1,147 
1,170 
1,184 
1,131* 

1,126 
1,179 
1,186 
1,068 

1,138 
1,004 
1,039 
1,031 
1,082 

1,059 
1,067 
1,035 
1,075 


929 
853 
873 

841 
862 
857 
795 
935 

922 
893 
911 
891 

1,023 
1,000 
995 
1,019 
1,023 


Total, 
1955 

11,267 

196.838 

10,249 

64^628 

42_,768 

87,652 

13,463 

87,912  10.600 

6,877 

Total, 
1951* 

160,151 

11,529 

50,931 

41,629 

2/ 

2/ 

73,282  2/ 

5,841 

5l*,698 

Percentage 
change 
from  195I* 

23 

-U 

27 

3 

20 

18 

-1 

1/  For  veeka  January  2  to  J\ily  10,  includes  only  H.W.  Arkansas.    Weeks  thereafter  for  entire  State.  2/  Not  available. 
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Table  25.-  Turkeys  raised  and  related  data;  available  data,  1930  to  date 


:         Ai;  solute  numbers 

Change  from  preceding  year 

Number 

Percent 

r-ri:ey- 
f  eel 

Breeder 

:  Turkey - 

;Breeder 

Turkey- 

: Farmers ' 

:Breeder 

Year 

Turkeys 

T3ri  cs 

hens  on 

Turkeys 

:  feed 

:hens  on 

Turkeys 

feed 

:  inten- 

:  hens  oii 

raised 

farms. 

raised 

:  price 

:  farms , 

raised 

price 

:  tions 

:  farms. 

]rati  0 

T  / 

Jan.  1 

2/ 

:  ratio 

:  Jan.  1 

2/ 

ratio 

:to  raise 

:  Jan.  1 

-' 

:  1/ 

:  2/ 

1/ 

:  turkeys 

:  2/ 

:  Mil. 

Lb. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Lb. 

Mil. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet, 

a.  All  turkeys 

193C 

17 

11.2 

-1 

-1.9 

-6 

-15 

1931 

:  18 

10.7 

1 

-0.5 

5 

-4 

1932 

:  22 

14.6 

3.9 

22 

■^6 

1933 

<-j 

1 

-2.9 

-20 

22 

8.0 

-2 

-3.7 

-7 

-32 

1935 

21 

7.6 

-1 

-.4 

-5 

1930 

26 

12.2 

7 

4!6 

3»* 

61 

1937 

:  26 

6.6 

3.5 

-2 

-5.6 

-8 

-46 

1938 

27 

10.7 

3.2 

1 

4.1 

-0.3 

4 

62 

6 

-7 

1939 

•  3^* 

12.5 

3.9 

7 

1.8 

.7 

25 

17 

27 

21 

19^ 

3^ 

9.4 

4.6 

3/ 

-3.1 

.7 

1 

-25 

5 

18 

19^1 

33 

9.4 

3.8 

-1 

0 

-.8 

-4 

0 

-3 

-16 

19'*2 

33 

10.1 

4.0 

•  / 

•  X 

4/ 

7 

s 

■3 
J 

19^+3 

19  4 

-1 

2.3 

-.1 

-2 

23 

12 

-2 

35 

11.3 

4.2 

3 

-1.1 

.3 

10 

-9 

2 

8 

19^5 

^3 

11.8 

^.5 

8 

.5 

•  3 

22 

4 

8 

7 

19'«> 

40 

11.1 

4.8 

-3 

-.7 

.3 

-6 

-6 

-5 

7 

19^7 

3^ 

10.2 

3.6 

-6 

-.9 

-1.1 

-15 

-8 

-ID 

-22 

19^^ 

32 

7.7 

2.5 

-2 

-2.5 

-1.2 

-7 

-25 

-18 

-33 

19^9 

41 

13.1 

3.1 

10 

.6 

31 

70 

25 

24 

1950 

kk 

TO  0 

±.\J  •  c. 

-■•J 

3 

-2.9 

.1 

6 

-22 

1 

4 

IQSl 

52 

9.0 

3-3 

9 

-1.2 

3/ 

20 

-12 

1 

1 

1952 

61 

9.2 

3.5 

8 

.2 

.5 

16 

2 

11 

16 

1953 

57 

3.2 

3.1+ 

-4 

-1.0 

-.5 

-6 

-11 

-8 

-12 

195i*  5/ 

66 

9.1 

9 

•  9 

.1 

15 

11 

7 

2 

1955  5/ 

63 

7.5 

3-0 

~j 

-1.6 

-.4 

-4 

-4 

-1 P 
— j-t 

1956 

Q  1 

1.6 

.2 

21 

6 

7 

b. 

Heavy-breed  turkeys 

1953 

^ 

2.9 

-3 

195^  5/ 

^7 

2.7 

5 

- .  2 

13 

6 

-5 

1955  5/ 

hi 

2.5 

3/ 

-.2 

0 

0 

-9 

1956 

2.7 

.2 

14 

10 

6/ 

c . 

Light -breed  turkeys 

1953 

0.5 

-23 

195^  5/ 

19 

7 

3 

.2 

22 

9 

44 

1955  5/ 

16 

.5 

-3 

-.2 

-15 

-11 

-24 

1956 

.5 

3/ 

-16 

-8 

1/'  Weighted  average  of  monthly  ratios  as  follows:    1930-44-,  preceding  October^  1;  preceding 
Noveiriber,  4;  preceding  December,  4;  Januar-y,  1.    19^5       data,  preceding  October,  2;  preceding 
November,  4;  preceding  December,  3;  January,  1. 

2/  Computed  frns  unrounded  data. 

3/  Change  smaller  than  0.5. 

4/  Less  *han  O.OJ. 

5/  Preliminary. 

6/  Percentage  changes  indicated  In  Farm  Production,  Dlspoeltion  of  Turkeys,  March  1955  and 
adjusted  to  57-1  million,  votild  indicate  41.7  million  heavy -breed  t'orkeys  raised  in  1953  >  sud 
15.4  million  llght-t reeds . 
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